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^  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

Past  6 — Exceptions  From  the 
Competitive  Service 

department  of  labor 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  paragraph  (a)  (5)  of 
j  6.313  is  revoked. 

(R.  8. 1753.  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5U.SC.631.633) 

United.States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  58-3411;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 
8:51  a.  m.] 

TITLE  6— AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Chapter  I — Farm  Credit 
Administration 

Subchapter  B — Federal  Farm  Loan  System 
Part  10 — Federal  Land  Banks  Generally 

INTEREST  RATES  ON  LOANS  MADE  THROUGH 
ASSOCIATIONS 

Effective  April  17,  1958,  the  interest 
rate  on  loans  being  closed  through  na¬ 
tional  farm  loan  associations  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Land  Bank  of  Columbia  was  reduced 
from  6  percent  per  annum  to  5^2  percent 
per  annum;  effective  April  23,  1958,  the 
interest..  rate  on  loans  being  closed 
through  national  farm  loan  associations 
by  the  Federal  Land  Bank  of  Omaha  was 
reduced  from  5  percent  per  annum  to 
4%  percent  per  annum;  effective  April 
24, 1958,  the  interest  rate  on  loans  being 
closed  through  national  farm  Joan  asso¬ 
ciations  by  the  Federal  Land  Bank  of 
Spokane  was  reduced  from  5%  percent 
per  annum  to  5  percent  per  annum ;  and 
effective  May  1,  1958,  the  interest  rate 
on  loans  being  closed  through  national 
farm  loan  associations  by  the  Federal 
[And  Bank  of  Berkeley  was  reduced  from 
•w  percent  per  annum  to  5  percent  per 
annum,  in  order  to  reflect  such  changes, 


§  10.41  of  Title  6  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  as  amended  (23  F.  R.  2137), 
is  amended:  by  substituting  “5 y2”  for  “6” 
in  the  line  with  “Columbia”  therein;  by 
substituting  “4&”  for  “5”  in  the  line  with 
“Omaha”  therein;  by  substituting  “5” 
for  “5  Vi”  in  the  line  with  “Spokane” 
therein;  and  by  substituting  “5”  for 
“5^”  in  the  line  with  “Berkeley”  therein. 

(Sec.  6,  47  Stat.  14,  as  amended;  12  U.  S.  C. 
665.  Interprets  or  applies  secs.  12,  17,  39  Stat. 
370,  375,  as  amended;  12  U.  S.  C.  771,  831) 

[SEAL]  R.  B.  Tootell, 

Governor, 

Farm  Credit  Administration. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  68-3410;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  133,  Amdt.  1] 

Part  922 — Valencia  Oranges  Grown  in 
Arizona  and  Designated  Part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia 

LIMITATION  OF  HANDLING 

Findings.  1.  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  Order  No.  22,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  922),  regulating 
the  handling  of  Valencia  oranges  grown 
in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  effective  under  the  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  601  et  s6q.;  68  Stat.  906,  1047), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Valencia  Orange  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  under  the  said  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  as  amended, 
and  upon  other  available  information, 
it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of 
handling  of  such  Valencia  oranges  as 
hereinafter  provided  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

2.  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
'  (Continued  on  next  page) 
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Title  25,  Rev.  Jan.  1 , 1 958  ($4.50) 

Title  26  (1954),  Rev.  Jan.  1,  195$ 
($3.00) 

Title  49,  Parts  91—164,  Rev.  Jan. 
1,  1958  ($5.00) 
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($0.40);  Titles  4-5  ($1.00);  Title  7,  Parts 
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Parts  1-399  ($1.25),  Parts  400-699 
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Parts  1-145  ($0.75),  Parts  146-149,  Rev. 
Jan."!,  1958  ($5.50);  Title  49,  Parts  1-70 
($0.70),  Part  165  to  end  ($0.75) 
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Title  5 
Chapter  I: 
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Title  6 
Chapter  I: 
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Title  7 
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Part  120  (proposed) _  3089 

Part  141b _  3034 

Part  146b _  3034 

Title  24 
Chapter  m: 

Part  320. .  3033 

Title  43 
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Appendix  (Public  land  orders) ; 

1625  _ 1 _  3035 


engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60 
Stat.  237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because 
the  time  intervening  between  the  date 
when  information  upon  which  this 
amendment  is  based  became  available 
and  the  time  when  this  amendment  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuf* 
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ednetday,  May  7>  1958 

■  and  this  amendment  relieves  re- 
flcieSc  on  the  handling  of  Valencia 
stnC^7CTmwn  in  Arizona  and  designated 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


The  provisions 
,  ^^agraph  (b)  (D  (i>  of  5  922.433 
*  orange  Regulation  133,  23 

y  r.  2983)  are  hereby  amended  to  read 

is  follows  • 

(i)  District  1:  600,600  cartons. 

5  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 

608C) 

Dated:  May  2,  1958. 

rcrii,]  s-  R-  SMITH* 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

R  Doc.  58-3395;  Piled.  May  6,  1958; 
8:47  a.m.] 

TUtE  14— CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  I — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Subchapter  A — Civil  Air  Regulations 

[Supp.  38] 


Chapfer  II— Civil  Aeronautics  Admin-  operation  at  such  times  as  the  CAA 

istration,  Department  of  Commerce  deems  necessary. 

(5)  The  owner  shall  give  assurance 
[Amdt.  2]  that  he  will  not  withdraw  the  facility 

Part  407 — Procedure  for  Use  of  Domes-  from  service  except  with  the  concurrence 
tic  Non-Federal  Navigation  Facilities  of  CAA. 

for  CAA  Approved  Operations  (b)  The  owner  will  bear  all  costs  in- 

_  cident  upon  his  meeting  the  require - 

SUBPART  C— INSTRUMENT  LANDING  SYSTEM  ments  ^  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  Of  this 


(ils)  facilities  section,  and  those  for  flight  and  ground 

A  new  Subpart  C  is  added  as  follows:  inspections  which  the  CAA  may  be  re- 

Sec  quired  to  make  prior  to  commissioning 

407.20  Introduction.  and  periodically  thereafter  to  satisfy  it- 

407.21  Policy.  self  that  these  requirements  are  met. 

407.22  implementation  requirements.  (c)  If  the  requirements  in  paragraphs 

407.23  source  of  publications.  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section  are  met,  the 

407.24  (Appendix  l)  Performance  require-  CAA  will  commission  the  facility  as  a 

“ents*  ,  prerequisite  to  its  approval  for  use  in  an 

407.25  UKjendlx  2)  Installation  require-  jpjj  procedure.  The  CAA  will  not  im- 

407.26  (Appendix  3)  Maintenance  and  op-  P1‘=lt'1S'  ?r  explicitly  assume  any  respon- 

eration  requirements.  Slbillty  for  the  facility  by  Virtue  Of  such 

)7.27  (Appendix  4)  Reports  required  by  approval.  The  CAA  will  withdraw  its 
Civu  Aeronautics  Administration.  authorization  to  use  the  facility  at  any 
Authority:  §§  407.20  to  407.27  issued  under  it  considers  that  the  requirements 


rtinnter  I— Civil  Aeronautics  Board  sec.  205,  52  stat.  984;  49  u.  s.  c.  425.  inter- 
tn°PTe  pret  or  apply  secs.  301,  302,  601,  52  Stat.  985, 

Subchapter  A — Civil  Air  Regulations  1007,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  451,  452,  551. 

[Supp.  38]  §  407.20  Introduction.  The  policy 

Part  4b— Airplane  Airworthiness:  and  the  minimum  general  requirements 

transport  Categories  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

>  for  the  operation  of  non-federal  Instru- 

fatigue  evaluation  ment  Landing  System  (ILS)  facilities 

This  supplement  sets  forth  the  Civil  which  are  to  be  involved  in  the  approval 
Aeronautics  Administration  interpreta-  of  instrument  flight  rules  and  air  traffic 
tion  of  flight  structure  and  policies  on  control  procedures  related  to  such  facili¬ 


ty  fatigue  evaluation  of  airplane 
structures. 

1.  a  new  §  4b. 270-1  is  added  to  read: 

J  4b.270-l  Flight  structure  for  fa¬ 
tigue  evaluation  ( CAA  interpretations 
thick  apply  to  §  4b. 270) .  The  term 


ties  are  prescribed  in  Technical  Stand¬ 
ard  Order  N-29  adopted  by  the  Adminis- 


:.  425.  inter-  set  forth  herein  are  not  being  met  or  will 
,  52  stat.  985,  decommission  the  facility  when  the  fre- 
451,  452,  551.  quency  channel  is  required  for  higher 
The  policy  Pri<?rity  common  system  service. 

equirements  §  407.22  Implementation  require - 
ministration  ments.  (a)  Action  tinder  TSO  N-29  will 
leral  Instru-  be  initiated  when  the  CAA  has  received 
S)  facilities  from  the  owner  a  request  for  an  IFR 
he  approval  procedure  based  on  his  facility  and  he 
id  air  traffic  has  submitted: 

>  such  facili-  (D  A  description  of  the  facility,  to- 
lical  Stand-  gether  with  evidence  that  the  equipment 
he  Adminis-  is  capable  of  meeting  the  minimum  per- 


trator  on  May  15,  1958.  Technical  formance  requirements  contained  in 


Standard  Order  N-29,  which  is  set  forth 
in  this  part,  is  mandatory  upon  all  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration  in  their  discussions,  advice,  or 


^  J  A.  i.1  AAA  1/AAvAl  UIOV  UOOAUiAOf  aUVAUL,  UJL 

flight  structure  as  applied  to  fatigue  recommendations  the  public,  or  in 
evaluation  is  defined  as  those  portions  ..  .  ,  f  th  f  th-  . 

of  .the  airplane’s  structure  failure  of  St?  in  anv  CAA-aunToved  a£  on£a! 
which  could  result  in  catastrophic  fail-  J™1*  i?ocedure  Personnel  of  tteRe 

-  «  ™ovabte  5SS?  xure  SaT  irNavtation  Sto  Mv*on 

E’fSlage  and  their  related  primary  are  resPonsible  for  the  application  of  this 
faces,  tuseiage,  ana  tneir  reiatea  pnmary  technical  Standard  Order  on  the  part  of 

attaenmenis.  CAA.  Deviations  from  the  Implemen- 

2.  A  new  §  4b.270-2  is  added  to  read :  tation  Requirements  prescribed  herein 

!  4b .27 0-2  Fatigue  evaluation,  gen-  will  be  permitted  only  upon  approval  of 

ml  (CAA  policies  which  avply  to  the  Erector,  Office  of  Air  Navigation 


Sfb.270).  The  applicant  should  submit 
to  the  CAA  a  report  outlining  the  proce¬ 
dures  and  the  substantiating  analyses 
and  tests  he  proposes  to  follow  in  show¬ 
ing  compliance  with  the  fatigue  evalua¬ 
tion  requirements  of  §.  4b.270,  Typical 
procedures  which  may  be  used  as  guid¬ 
ance  in  the  fatigue  evaluation  of  the 
structures  are  discussed  in  Appendix  H 1 
to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Manual  4b. 

This  supplement  shall  become  effective 

June  6, 1958. 

(fee.  205,  52  Stat.  984;  49  U.  S.  C.  425.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  secs.  601,  603,  52  Stat.  1007,  as 
amended,  1009,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551, 

553) 

[seal]  William  B.  Davis, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

May  1,  1958. 

I*-  R  Doc.  58-3388;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 
8:45  a.  m.] 

’Not  filed  for  publication  In  the  Federal 

Rkistsr. 


Facilities,  Civil  Aeronautics  Administra¬ 
tion,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

§  407.21  Policy,  (a)  When  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration  is  requested 
by  the  owner  of  a  non-Federal  ILS  to 
approve  an  IFR  procedure  for  public  use 
based  on  that  facility,  the  CAA  will  re¬ 
quire  as  a  condition  to  such  approval 
that  the  following  minimum  require¬ 
ments  be  met:, 

(1)  The  performance  of  the  facility 
as  determined  by  air  and  ground  inspec¬ 
tions  shall  be  in  accordance  with  §  407.24 
(Appendix  1) . 

(2)  The  installation  of  the  equipment 
shall  meet  requirements  of  §  407.25  (Ap¬ 
pendix  2). 

(3)  The  owner  shall  operate  and 
maintain  the  facility  in  accordance  with 
§  407.26  (Appendix  3) . 

(4)  The  owner  shall  furnish  CAA  pe¬ 
riodic  reports  relative  to  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  the  facility  as  described  in 
§  407.27  (Appendix  4)  and  shall  permit 


§  407.24  (Appendix  1)  and  is  installed  in 
accordance  with  §  407.25  (Appendix  2). 

(2)  A  proposed  procedure  for  operat¬ 
ing  the  facility. 

(3)  A  proposed  maintenance  organ¬ 
ization  and  manual  of  maintenance 
operation  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
§  407.26  (Appendix  3). 

(4)  A  statement  of  intent  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Policy. 

(b)  The  CAA  will  then  perform  what¬ 
ever  initial  air  and  ground  inspections 
are  necessary  to  satisfy  itself  from  a 
technical,  operational  and  maintenance 
viewpoint  that  the  facility  and  equip¬ 
ment  are  capable  of  meeting  the  re¬ 
quirements. 

(c)  The  proposed  operating  procedure 
and  maintenance  organization  and 
manual  will  be  evaluated. 

(d)  The  owner  will  be  advised  of  the 
results  of  the  inspections  and  evalua¬ 
tions  and  of  any  facility,  maintenance 
manual,  or  organizational  changes  that 
will  be  required.  The  owner  will  correct 
deficiencies  and  operate  the  facility  for 
an  in-service  test  evaluation  so  that  the 
CAA  may  satisfy  itself  that  the  facility 
will  meet  the  requirements  for  commis¬ 
sioning  and  use  in  an  approved  proce¬ 
dure.  The  approval  of  the  facility  is  n6t 
to  be  taken  as  automatic  approval  of  any 
specific  procedure. 

§  407.23  Source  of  publications. 
Copies  of  <he  Technical  Standard  Order 
with  its  iVPPendixes  and  related  publica¬ 
tions  may  1:  obtained  from  the  Regional 
Offices  of  ♦  e  Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration,  :ated  in  Jamaica,  New  York; 
Port  Wort* .,  Texas;  Kansas  City,  Mis- 


the  CAA  to  inspect  the  facility  and  its  souri;  Los  \ngeles,  California;  Anchor- 
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age,  Alaska;  and  Honolulu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii. 

§407.24  (Appendix  1 )  Performance 
requirements,  (a)  The  performance  of 
the  HjS  shall  be  in  accordance  with  In¬ 
ternational  Standards  and  Recom¬ 
mended  Practices,  Aeronautical  Tele¬ 
communications,  Part  I,  Paragraph  3.1 
(Annex  10  to  the  Convention  on  Inter¬ 
national  Civil  Aviation)  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  exceptions,  additions,  and  clarifica¬ 
tion:  N 

(1)  The  first  part  of  paragraph  3.1.3, 
relating  to  suppression  of  radiation 
wholly  or  in  part  in  any  or  all  direc¬ 
tions  outside  the  20-degree  sector  cen¬ 
tered  on  the  course  line  in  order  to  re¬ 
duce  localizer  bands,  shall  not  apply. 
Radiation  patterns  shall  conform  to 
limits  specified  in  3.1.3.3  and  3.I.3.4. 
This  shall  not  be  construed  to  mean  that 
suppression  of  radiation  to  the  rear  of 
the  antenna  array  in  order  to  satisfy 
difficult  siting  conditions  (per  3.1.3.1.4) 
is  not  permitted.  For  example,  if  a  re¬ 
flector  screen  for  the  antenna  array  is 
required  to  overcome  a  siting  problem, 
the  area  to  the  rear  of  the  localizer  may 
be  rendered  unusable  and  should  be  so 
advertised. 

(2)  With  reference  to  3.1.3.7.1  and 
3. 1.3 .7.3,  the  portion  of  such  paragraphs 
relating  to  removal  of  navigational  sig¬ 
nals  only  from  a  localizer  which  has 
deviated  from  standards  as  set  forth  in 
subject  paragraph,  leaving  the  radio  fre¬ 
quency  carrier,  communications  audio 
frequencies  (where  used)  and  identifi- 
cationrsignals  to  continue  radiating,  shall 
apply.  However,  in  addition,  all  such 
monitoring  shall  conform  to  any  of  the 
pertinent  requirements  of  section  700  of 
Air  Traffic  Control  Manual,  ATC-2-B, 
entitled  “Communications  Procedures”. 

(3)  Installation  of  a  third  marker  bea¬ 
con  (Inner  Marker)  is  not  required. 

(b)  Ground  inspection  will  consist  of 
an  examination  of  the  design  features  of 
the  equipment  in  order  to  determine  that 
conditions  may  not  arise  which  would 
permit  unsafe  operation  due  to  com¬ 
ponent  failure  or  deterioration.  The 
monitors  will  be  subjected  to  periodic 
calibration  and  stability  checks  during 
the  in-service  test  evaluation  period. 
These  tests,  and  ground  checks  of  glide 
slope  and  localizer  radiation  character¬ 
istics,  will  be  conducted  generally  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  instructions  contained  in 
Federal  Airways  Manual  of  Operations 
IV-B-3-4,  adapted  to  suit  the  facility. 

(c)  Flight  tests  to  determine  the  ade¬ 
quacy  of  the  facility  to  meet  operational 
requirements  and  compliance  with  ap- 

/  plicable  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices  (SARP’s)  will  be  conducted  in 
accordance  with  the  U.  S.  Standard 
Flight  Inspection  Manual,  witly  particu¬ 
lar  reference  to  section  217. 


generated.  A  standby  system  will  be 
required  for  localizer,  glide  slope  and 
monitor  accessories  to  supplement  the 
primary  power  system,  except  when  pri¬ 
mary  power  is  supplied  from  two  or  more 
independent  sources.  _ 

(c)  Dual  transmitting  equipment  with 
automatic  changeover  is  required. 

(d)  There  shall  be  means  for  deter¬ 
mining  on  the  ground  the  performance 
of  the  equipment  (including  the  an¬ 
tennae)  initially  and  periodically. 

(e)  Non-Federal  ILS  facilities  must 
have  or  be  supplemented  with,  depend¬ 
ent  on  specific  circumstances,  certain 
ground-air  and  landline  communications 
services  as  follows : 

(1)  At  facilities  located  outside  of  and 
-not  immediately  adjacent  to  air  traffic 

control  zones  or  areas,  ground-air  com¬ 
munications  from  the  airport  served  by 
the  facility  must  be  available.  Voice  on 
the  localizer  controlled  from  the  air¬ 
port  will  be  encouraged  in  the  interest  of 
reducing  channel  interference  and  mini¬ 
mizing  airborne  equipment  require¬ 
ments;  however,  separate  communica¬ 
tion  channels  will  be  acceptable. 

(2)  At  facilities  located  within  or  im¬ 
mediately  adjacent  to  air  traffic  control 
zones  or  areas,  ground-air  communica¬ 
tions  from  the  airport  served  by  the 
facility,  as  outlined  in  subparagraph  (1) 
of  this  paragraph,  must  be  available  and, 
in  addition,  reliable  communications 
(landline  telephone  minimum)  from  the 
airport  to  the  nearest  CAA  air  traffic 
control  or  communication  facility  must 
be  provided. 

(3)  Provisions  of  subparagraphs  (1) 
and  (2)  of  this  paragraph  are  not  man¬ 
datory  at  airports  where  ah  adjacent 
CAA  facility  is  capable  of  communicating 
with  aircraft  on  the  ground  at  the  air¬ 
port  and  during  the  entire  proposed  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure. 

(4)  At  low  traffic  density  airports, 
located  within  or  immediately  adjacent 
to  air  traffic  control  zones  or  areas,  and 
where  extensive  delays  are  not  a  factor, 
the  communications  requirements  of  sub- 
paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  may  be  reduced  to  reliable 
communications  (landline  telephone 
minimum)  from  the  airport  to  the  near¬ 
est  CAA  air  traffic  control  or  communi¬ 
cation  facility,  providing  an  adjacent 
CAA  facility  is  capable  of  communi¬ 
cating  with  aircraft  during  the  proposed 
instrument  approach  procedure  down  to 
the  airport  surface  or  at  least  to  the 
minimum  approach  altitude. 

§  407.26  ( Appendix  3)  Maintenance 
and  operation  requirements,  (a)  The 
owner  shall  establish  an  adequate'  system 
of  maintenance  and  provide  qualified 
maintenance  personnel  to  maintain  the 
facility  at  the  performance  level  existent 
at  the  time  of  commissioning.  As  a 


(1)  Physical  security  of  the  faciiw. 
and  procedure  for  participatira  J 
CONELRAD  air  defense  plan.  11 

(2)  Maintenance  and  operation  m  ’ 
equipment  by  authorized  personnel  oni 

(3)  FCC  license  requirements  for 
erating  and  maintenance  personnel'*’ 

(4)  Posting  of  licenses  and  signs 

(5)  Relationship  between  the  feicilib, 
and  CAA  air  traffic  control  facil2 
Boundaries  of  controlled  airspace  ove 
and  immediately  adjacent  to  the  faff  i 
must  be  described.  If  applicable  in 
structions  for  relaying  air  traffic  contS 
instructions  and  information  must  beta, 
eluded.  If  the  ILS  is  located  outside  of 
controlled  airspace,  instructions  for  the 
operation  of  an  air  traffic  advisory  sen. 
ice  must  be  included. 

(6)  Instructions  pertaining  to  Air/ 
Ground  communications,  if  such  service 
is  provided.  Appropriate  sections  of 
CAA  manuals  of  operation  may  be  in. 
corporated  by  reference,  or  necessary  in! 
structions  written  directly  in  the  manual 

( 7 )  Notification  of  CAA  regarding  sus. 
pension  of  service. 

(8)  Detailed  and  specific  maintenance 
procedures  and  servicing  guides  with  the 
frequency  of  such  servicing;  1.  e.,  weekly, 
monthly,  annually,  etc. 

(9)  Keeping  of  station  logs  and  other 
technical  records  and  submission  of  re¬ 
ports  per  §  407.27  (Appendix  4). 

(10)  Monitoring  of  the  facility. 

(11)  Inspections  by  Federal  govern¬ 
ment  personnel. 

(12)  Names,  addresses  and  telephone 
numbers  of  persons  to  be  notified  in  an 
emergency. 

(13)  Shutdowns  for  routine  mainte¬ 
nance  and  issuance  of  Notices  to  Airman 
for  routine  and  emergency  shutdowns. 

(14)  Description  of  critical  portions  of 
the  facility  that  must  not  be  changed, 
adjusted,  or  repaired  without  a  CAA 
flight  check  to  confirm  published  facility 
operations. 

(15)  Explanation  of  types  of  activity 
(construction,  grading,  etc.)  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  facility  that  may  require 
shutdown  or  recertification  by  CAA 
flight  check. 

X16)  Procedure  for  conducting  a 
ground  check  of  localizer  course  align¬ 
ment,  width,  and  clearance,  and  glide 
slope  elevation  angle  and  width. 

(17)  Commissioning  the  facility. 

(18)  An  acceptable  procedure  for 
modifying  or  revision  of  the  manual 

(c)  A  ground  check  of  localizer  course 
alignment,  width  and  clearances,  and 
glide  slope  elevation  angle  and  width 
must  be  conducted  monthly  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  established  procedures  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  CAA  at  the  time  of  com¬ 
missioning  and  a  report  of  the  results  of 
these  ground  checks  will  be  submitted  to 
CAA  per  §  407.27  (Appendix  4). 


§  407.25  (Appendix  2)  Installation  re¬ 
quirements.  (a)  The  facility  shall  be  of 
a  permanent  nature,  located,  constructed 
and  installed  according  to  ICAO  Stand¬ 
ards  (Annex  10)  and  accepted  good  en¬ 
gineering  practices,  applicable  electric 
and  safety  codes,  and  FCC  license  re¬ 
quirements. 

(b)  There  shall  be  a  reliable  source  of 
primary  power.  It  may  be  from  a  power 
distribution  system  or  may  be  locally 


minimum,  the  maintenance  personnel 
shall  meet  FCC  licensing  requirements 
plus  demonstrating  to  CAA  that  they 
possess  the  special  knowledge  and  skills 
required  to  maintain  the  facility. 

(b)  The  owner  shall  prepare  an  oper¬ 
ating  and  maintenance  fnanual  outlining 
mandatory  procedures  for  operation, 
preventive  maintenance,  and  emergency 
maintenance.  This  manual  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  CAA  and  must  include  in¬ 
structions  covering  the  following  points: 


(d)  The  owner  shall  submit  to  the  CAA 
for  approval  any  proposed  modification! 


to>the  facility  and  must  not  permit  any 
modifications  to  be  performed  without 


specific  CAA  approval. 


(e)  The  owner’s  maintenance  person¬ 


nel  shall  participate  in  inspections  per¬ 
formed  by  CAA  personnel  and  will  be 
required  to  demonstrate  proficiency  to 
accomplishing  maintenance  procedures 
and  use  of  specialized  test  equipment. 
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improvements  in  ILS  maintenance 
rhTabout  by  progress  in  “the  state 
Ti-to  art"  shall  be  incorporated  by  the 
•‘S'Skd required  by  CAA. 

°7T  Test  instruments  required  for 

finance  of  the  facility  shall  be  of 
^  approved  by  the  CAA. 

r£e  owner  shall  require  the  facil- 
to  be  shutdown  immediately  upon 
jyjt  of  two  successive  pilot  reports  of 

^crating  and  maintenance 
manual  must  include  pertinent  data  cov- 
Jtog  the  faciUty  involved.  These  data 
2d  include: 

(l)  Facility  component  locations  with 
-^ect  to  airport  layout,  instrument 

^einrhe  type,  make,  and  model  of  the 
basic  radio  equipments  which  will  pro¬ 
vide  the  service.  .  ' 

(3)  The  station  power  emission  and 
frequencies  of  the  localizer,  glide  slope, 
markers  and  associated  compass  lo¬ 
cators,  if  any. 

(4)  The  hours  of  operation. 

(5)  Station  identification  call  letters 
and  the  method  of  station  identification, 
and  the  time  spacing  of  this  identifica¬ 


tion. 


(j)  The  owner  shall  provide  a  stock  of 
spare  parts  including  vacuum  tubes, 
sufficient  to  make  possible  prompt  re¬ 
placement  of  components  which  fail  or 
deteriorate  in  service. 

(k)  The  following  Federal  Airways 
Manuals  of  Operation  may  be  of  help  to 
the  owner  in  developing  his  operating 
and  maintenance  manual : 


(1)  IV-A-l-2  Certification  of  Facility 
Performance  by  Electronics  Maintenance 

Fenoimel; 

(2)  IV-A-2-2  Electronics  Maintenance 
log,  Form  406c  and  Summary  of  FacUity 
Performance,  Form  ACA-2171; 

(3)  IV-A-4  Maintenance  of  Electronics 

Equipment; 

(4)  IV-B-1-4  Description  and  Theory  of 
Instrument  Landing  System; 

(5)  IV-B-2— 4-1  Instrument  Landing  Sys¬ 
tem  Installation  Drawings; 

(6)  IV-B-2-4-2  Installation  Instructions 
tor  Null-Reference  Glide  Slope; 

(7)  IV-B-3-4  Maintenance  of  Instru¬ 
ment  Landing  Systems; 

(8)  IV-B-3-7  Maintenance  Instructions 
lor  75  Megacycle  Markers; 

(8)  IV-B-3-10  Maintenance  of  Nondirec- 
tional  Radio  Beacons; 

(10)  VI-C-2-4  Inspection  of  Instrument 
Landing  System  Localizers; 

(11)  VI-C-2-5  Null-Reference  Glide  Slope 
Inspection  Procedure; 

(12)  ATC-2-B  ATC  Manual — Communi¬ 
cations  Procedures  (Formerly  II-B). 


shall  represent  the  equipment  adjust¬ 
ments  and  meter  readings  as  of  the  time 
of  commissioning.  One  copy  shall  be  re¬ 
tained  in  the  permanent  records  of  the 
facility  and  two  copies  furnished  to  CAA. 
The  form  shall  be  revised  following  any 
major  repairs,  modernization  or  return¬ 
ing  so  that  it  reflects  an  accurate  record 
of  facility  operation  and  adjustment. 

(2)  Maintenance  log  of  communica¬ 
tion  facilities — Form  ACA-406C.  This 
form  constitutes  a  permanent  record  of 
all  malfunctioning  of  the  equipment  en¬ 
countered  in  the  maintenance  of  the  fa¬ 
cility.  Such  record  will  include  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  type  of  work  and/or  adjust¬ 
ments  performed  including  results  of 
periodic  ground  checks,  equipment  fail¬ 
ures,  causes  (if  determined)  and  cor¬ 
rective  action  taken.  The  original  log 
shall  be  kept  at  the  facility  and  one  copy 
furnished  to  the  CAA  at  the  end  of  each 
month.  Specific  instructions  regarding 
the  preparation  of  this  form  are  con¬ 
tained  in  Federal  Airways  Manual  of 
Operation  IV-A-2-2,  and  additional  in¬ 
structions  contained'  in  Performance 
Standardization  Branch  Instructions  No. 
7, 10  Rev.  No.  1,  No.  11  Rev.  No.  2  and  12. 

(3)  Radio  transmitter  operation  rec¬ 
ord — Form  ACA-418.  A  complete  record 
6f  meter  readings  will  be  kept  on  Form 
ACA-418.  The  readings  should  be  re¬ 
corded  on  each  scheduled  visit  to  the 
station.  The  original  of  the  form  shall 
be  kept  at  the  facility  and  one  copy  of 
each  month’s  record  forwarded  to  CAA. 
Instructions  for  the  use  of  this  form  are 
contained  on  the  cover  of  the  booklet  of 
forms. 

(4)  Electronic  facility  unavailability 
record— Form  ACA-2171.1^(.IBM  Card). 
Equipment  failures  that  remove  the  fa¬ 
ciUty  from  service  shall  be  recorded  on 
Form  ACA-2171. 1  “mark  sense”  cards. 
Each  failure  shall  be  entered  on  a  sepa¬ 
rate  card  and  the  cards  forwarded,  in  a 
single  package,  to  Maintenance  Opera¬ 
tions  Division,  W-670,  Washington,  D.  C., 
at  the  end  of  each  month.  Specific  in¬ 
structions  for  preparation  and  coding  of 
the  outage  reports  are  contained  in  Fed¬ 
eral  Airways  Manual  of  Operation  IV- 
A-2-2,  and  additional  instructions  con¬ 
tained  on  Performance  Standardization 
Branch  Instructions  No.  7,  No.  10  Re¬ 
vision  No.  1,  No.  11  Revision  No.  2,  and 
No.  12. 


1407.27  ( Appendix  4)  Reports  re¬ 
tired  by  Civil  Aeronautics  Administra¬ 
tion-  (a)  The  initial  supply  of  forms 
required  for  submission  of  the  following 
reports 1  will  be  furnished  by  CAA.  Ad¬ 
ditional  quantities  of  these  forms  may 
w  obtained  from  CAA  upon  request. 
Unless  otherwise  stated,  these  reports 
should  be  submitted  to  the  CAA  Regional 
Office  of  the  region  in  which  the  facility 
i*  located.  * 

(1)  Record  of  meter  readings  and  ad¬ 
justments — Form  ACA-198.  This  form 
be  completed  by  the  owner  and 


This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  May  15,  1958. 

[seal]  William  B.  Davis, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

May  1,  1958. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  58-3387;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


TITLE  24— HOUSING  AND 
HOUSING  CREDIT 


Chapter  III  —  Public  Housing  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency 


_  The  reporting  requirements  have  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  In  ac- 
with  the  Federal  Reports  Act  of 


Part  320 — Low-Rent  Housing  Program 

FEDERALLY  OWNED  LOW-RENT  HOUSING 


Section  320.6  Federally  owned  low- 
rent  housing  is  amended  as  follows: 


1.  The  heading  “Arizona”  and  the  item 
“Avondale;  Housing  Authority  of  Mari¬ 
copa  County,  Post  Office  Box  150, 
Phoenix,  Ariz.”  are  deleted. 

2.  Under  the  heading  “California,”  the 
following  are  deleted: 

Patterson:  Housing  Authority  of  the 
County  of  Stanislaus,  Post  Office  Box  935,* 
Modesto,  Calif. 

Soledad;  Housing  Authority  of  the  County 
of  Monterey,  134  Carneroa  Street,  Salinas, 
Calif.  / 

Woodland. 

3.  The  heading  “Minnesota"  and  the 
item  “Sumner  Field  Homes;  Public 
Housing  Administration,  Sumner  Field 
Homes,  1061  Eighth  Avenue,  North, 
Minneapolis  11,  Minn.”  are  deleted. 

(Sec.  8,  50  Stat.  891;  42  U.  S.  C.  1408) 

Date  approved:  April  30,  1958. 

[seal]  Charles  E.  Slusser, 

Commissioner. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-3392;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


TITLE  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

Part  3 — Statements  of  General  Policy 
or  Interpretation 

TERMINATION  OF  EXEMPTION  FOR  DESIG¬ 
NATED  FOODS  FOR  WHICH  LABEL  DECLARA¬ 
TION  OF  INGREDIENTS  HAS  NOT  BEEN  . 
REQUIRED  PENDING  STANDARDIZATION ;  ' 
EXTENSION  OF  EFFECTIVE  DATE 

On  September  17, 1957,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (22  F.  R. 
7393)  an  order  terminating  the  exemp¬ 
tion  for  certain  designated  foods  for 
which  label  declaration  of  ingredients  as 
prescribed  by  section  403  (i)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
had  not  been  required.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  has  received 
requests  from  the  National  Canners  As¬ 
sociation,  Canners  League  of  California, 
Northwest  Canners  and  Freezers  Asso¬ 
ciation,  ^California  Olive  Association, 
New  York  State  Canners  and  Freezers 
Association,  and  other  members  of  the 
canning  industry  for  an  extension  of  the 
effective  date  of  the  above-cited  order; 
and  good  reason  therefor  appearing, 
pursuant  to  authority  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055;  21 
U.  S.  C.  371)  and  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (22  F.  R. 
1045) :  It  is  ordered.  That  the  effective 
date  of  the  above-referenced  order  be 
extended  until  September  17,  1959. 

The  statement  of  policy  in  which  this 
order  appeared  (21  CFR  3.1  (22  F.  R. 
7393) )  is  amended  by  changing  the  in¬ 
troduction  to  the  section  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.1  Termination  of  exemption  for 
designated  foods  for  which  label  decla¬ 
ration  of  ingredients  has  not  been 
required  pending  standardization.  Ef¬ 
fective  September  17, 1959,  the  exemption 
from  the  label  declaration  of  ingredients 
requirements  of  section  403  (i)  (2)  of 
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the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  is  terminated  for  the  following  foods: 
*  •  •  •  ■  •  * 

(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055;  21  U.  S.  C.  371) 

Dated:  May  1,  1958. 

<  * 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

*  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-3407;  Piled,  May  6,  1958; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


Part  141b — Streptomycin  (or  Dihydro¬ 
streptomycin)  and  Streptomycin-  (or 

v  DlHYDROSTREPTOMYCIN- )  CONTAINING 

Drugs;  Tests  and  Methods  of  Assay 

Part  146b — Certification  of  Strepto¬ 
mycin  (or  Dihydrostreptomycin)  and 
Streptomycin-  (or  Dihydrostrepto¬ 
mycin-)  Containing  Drugs 

v 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463,  61 
Stat.  11;  21  U.  S.  C.  357)  and  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
by  the  Secretary  (22  F.  R.  1045),  the 
regulations  for  certification  of  strepto¬ 
mycin  and  streptomycin-containing 
drugs  (21  CFR  Parts  141b,  146b;  21  CFR, 
1956  Supp.,  141b. 113,  146b.l08;  22  F.  R. 
3041)  are  ameiided  as  set  forth  below: 

1.  The  headnote  of  §  14  lb.  113  is 
changed  to  read:  “§  141b.ll3  Streptomy^ 
cin  syrup;  streptomycin  in  gel  ( strepto¬ 
mycin  oral  suspension) ;  dihydrostrepto¬ 
mycin  syrup;  dihydrostreptomycin  in  gel 
( dihydrostreptomycin  oral  suspension) ." 

2.  Section  146b.l08  Streptomycin  sul¬ 
fate  •  *  *  is  amended  in  the  following 
respects: 

a.  The  section  headnote  and  paragraph 
(a)  are  changed  to  read  as  follows: 

§  146b. 108  Streptomycin  syrup;  strep¬ 
tomycin  in  gel  ( streptomycin  oral  sus¬ 
pension)  ;  dihydrostreptomycin  syrup; 
dihydrostreptomycin  in  gel  ( dihydro¬ 
streptomycin  oral  suspension) — (a) 
Standards  of  identity,  strength,  quality, 
and  purity.  Streptomycin  syrup  and 
dihydrostreptomycin  syrup  are  strep¬ 
tomycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin  dis¬ 
solved  in  a  suitable  and  harmless  diluent 
that  contains  one  or  more  suitable  and 
harmless  preservatives.  Streptomycin  in 
gel  and  dihydrostreptomycin  in  gel  are 
streptomycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin 
dissolved  or  suspended  in  a  suitable  and 
harmless  gel  base  that  contains  a  suit¬ 
able  and  harmless  adsorbent  and  one  or 
more  suitable  and  harmless  preserva¬ 
tives.  Each  such  drug  may  contain  one 
or  more  suitable  and  harmless  suspend¬ 
ing  or  dispersing  agents,  flavorings, 
pectin,  bismuth  glycolylarsanilate,  bis¬ 
muth  magma,  or  bismuth  subcarbonate, 
suitable  mkieral  salts,  procaine  hydro¬ 
chloride,  a  suitable  antispasmodic  agent, 
•and  one  or  more  suitable  sulfonamides. 
Its  potency  is  not  less  than  10  milligrams 
per  milliliter.  The  streptomycin  used 
conforms  to  the  standards  prescribed 
therefor  by  §  146b.l01  (a) ,  except  sub- 
paragraphs  (2),  (4),  and  (6)  of  that 
paragraph.  The  dihydrostreptomycin 
used  conforms  to  the  standards  pre¬ 


scribed  therefor  by  §  146b.l03,  except  the 
standards  for  sterility,  pyrogens,  and 
moisture.  Each  other  i  substance  used, 
if  its  name  is  recognized  in  the  U.  S.  P. 
or  N.  F.,  conforms  to  the  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  therefor  by  such  official  com¬ 
pendium.  \ 

b.  Paragraph  (c)  (3)  is  changed  to 
read  as  follows: 

(c)  Labeling.  *  *  * 

(3)  On  the  label  and  labeling,  if  it 
contains,  in  addition  to  streptomycin  or 
dihydrostreptomycin,  one  or  more  of  the 
other  active  ingredients  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  after  the 
name  “streptomycin  syrup,”  “strepto¬ 
mycin  in  gel,”  “dihydrostreptomycin 
syrup,”  or  “dihydrostreptomycin  in  gel,” 
wherever  such  name  appears,  the  words 

“with  _ _ (the  blank  being  filled  in 

with  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each 
such  other  ingredient) ,”  in  juxtaposition 
with  such  name. 

3a.  In  §  146b. 128  Streptomycin-poly¬ 
myxin  in  gel  *  *  *,  the  introduction  to 
the  section  is  changed  to  read:  “Strep¬ 
tomycin-polymyxin  in  gel  and  dihydro¬ 
streptomycin-polymyxin  in  gel  conform 
to  all  requirements  and  are  subject  to  all 
procedures  prescribed  by  §  146b.  108  for 
streptomycin  in  gel  and  dihydrostrep¬ 
tomycin  in  gel,  except  that:”. 

b.  Section  146b.l28  (c)  is  deleted,  and 
paragraphs  (d),  (e),  and  (f)  are  re¬ 
designated  as  (c),  (d),  and  (e),  respec¬ 
tively. 

Notice  and  public  procedure  are  not 
necessary  prerequisites  to  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  this  order,  and  I  so  find,  since 
it  was  drawn  in  collaboration  with  in¬ 
terested  members  of  the  affected  indus¬ 
try  and  since  it  would  be  against  public 
interest  to  delay  providing  for  the 
amendments  set  forth  above. 

This  order  shall  become  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register, 
since  both  the  public  and  the  affected 
industry  will  benefit  by  the  earliest  effec¬ 
tive  date,  and  I  so  find. 

(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as  amended;  21 
U.  S.  C.  371.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  507,  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21  U.  S.  C.  357) 

Dated:  April  30,  1958. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-3402;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 

■,  8:48  a.  m.] 

TITLE  19 — CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[T.  D.  54582] 

Part  16 — Liquidation  of  Duties 

COUNTERVAILING  DUTIES;  SUGAR  FROM 
AUSTRALIA 

Reference  is  made  to  T.  D.  52923  dated 
February  8, 1952,  relating  to  countervail¬ 
ing  duties  on  sugar  from  Australia. 

The  instructions  in  that  Treasury  de¬ 
cision  suspended  the  operation  of  T.  D. 
49157  dated  September  15,  1937,  because 
it  had  been  found  that  no  grants  or 
bounties  had  actually  been  paid  on  the 
involved  commodity  during  the  years 
immediately  preceding  the  year  1952. 


The  Treasury  Department  is  in  recAJ 
of  official  information  that  the  pawn1” 
of  grants  and  bounties  was  resumed) 
August  1955.  According  to  such  ton? 
mation,  bounties  or  grants,  within  2* 
meaning  of  section  303  of  the  Tariff  a!! 
of  1930  (19  U.  S.  C.  1303),  were  paid  !! 
bestowed  at  varying  rates  depend^ 
upon  the  net  home  consumption  prices 
sugar  and  an  Australian  equivalent  of 
the  world  parity  price  of  that  commodity 
The  net  amount  of  bounty  is  equal  to 
the  rates  of  export  sugar  rebate 
ton  (2,240  lbs.)  of  sugar,  content  of  21 
exported  products.  The  rates  paid  or 
bestowed  on  the  exportation  of  the  in. 
volved  products  are  set  forth  in  the  fol* 
lowing  table  showing  the  year  and  month 
during  which  each  rate  wds  applicable: 

Merchandise — Approved  Fruit  Products  an 
Other  Approved  Products 


Net  Amount  of  Bounty  per  2,240  Pounds  of 
Sugar  Content 


1955: 

August  ... 
September 

October _ 

November  _ 
December  _ 
1956: 

January _ 

February  _ 

March  ____ 

April _ 

May _ 

June  _ 

July _ 

August _ 

September 

October _ * 

November  _ 
December  _ 
1957: 

January  __ 
February 

March _ 

April _ 

May _ 

June _ 

July _ 

August _ 

September 

October _ 

November  _ 
December  _ 


£A16.  U.| 
£Alfi.  16.0 
£A16.  7.0 
£A17. 16.0 
£A18. 18,0 

£A18. 15.0 
£A18. 12.0 
£A18.  3.0 
£A18.  3.0 
£A18.  3.0 
£A24. 13.0 
£A24.  4.0 
£A23. 19.0 
£A24.  0.0 
£A26.  7.0 
£A28.  1.0 
£A17.  1.0 

£A12.  0.0 
Nil 

£A2.  0.0 
Nil 
Nil 
Nil 
Nil 

£A8.  3.{) 
£A11. 14.0 
£A12. 18.0 
£A17.  2.0 
£A18. 19.0 


The  amounts  shown  in  the  above  table 
are  hereby  ascertained,  determined,  and 
declared  as  the  net  amount  of  such 
bounty  or  grant  per  ton  of  2,240  pounds 
of  sugar  content  of  the  exported  products 
for  each  of  the  years  and  months  set 
forth  in  such  table  to  which  the  specified 
amounts  pertain. 

Collectors  are  therefore,  hereby  in¬ 
structed  to  assess  and  collect  on  all  fruit 
products  and  on  all  other  manufactured 
products  containing  sugar,  Imported 
from  Australia  directly  or  indirectly, 
additional  duties  equal  to  the  appropri¬ 
ate  net  amount  of  the  bounty  shown  in 
the  above  table  or  published  in  sub¬ 
sequent  issues  of  the  weekly  Treasury 
Decisions.  The  additional  duties  spec¬ 
ified  shall  be  applied  to  alHSuch  products 
entered  for  consumption  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse  for  consumption  which 
were  exported  on  or  after  August  1,  1955, 
and  which  are  covered  by  unliquidated 
entries. 


Such  products,  entered  for  consump¬ 
tion  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for 
consumption,  which  were  exported  sub¬ 
sequent  to  December  1957  shall  be  with- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


V 


'  3035 
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from  liquidation  pending  the  pub- 
^“Jminthe  weekly  Treasury  Decisions 
Jf^enet  amount  of  bounty  for  the  ap- 

^iSroctions  contained  in  T.  D. 
JiV  relating  to  the  methods  for  de- 
^inine  the  sugar  content  of  various 
SS  shall  remain  in  effect, 
rhte  Treasury  decision  shall  become 
ffZtive  upon  publication  in  the  weekly 
SS-ury  Decisions,  and  shall  supersede 
Vn's  49 157  and  52923. 

1  The  table  in  §  16.24  (f)  of  the  Cus- 
*  Regulations  is  amended  by  insert- 
tTitter  the  last  line  under  “Aus- 
®^l^_gugar  content  of  certain  articles’* 
Slumber  01  this  Treasury  decision  in 
the  column  headed  “Treasury  Decision” 
2nd  the  words  “New  rates”  in  the  column 
beft<ied  "Action”. 


m  s  251  secs.  303,  624,  46  Stat.  687,  759;  19 
jjYc.  66,  1303.  1624) 


D.  B.  Strubinger, 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 


Approved:  April  29, 1958. 


A.  Gilmore  Flues, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


R.  Doc.  58-3405;  Piled,  May  6,  1958; 
8:49  a.  m.) 


TITLE  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: N 
INTERIOR  , 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

Appendix— Public  Land  Orders 

[Public  Land  Order  1625] 

[78859] 

Idaho 

fOWBR  SITE  RESTORATION  NO.  542  PARTIALLY 
HKTOK1NG  THE  EXECUTIVE  ORDER  OF 
OCTOBER  29,  1913,  WHICH  CREATED  POWER 
SITK  RESERVE  NO.  406 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  act  of 
June  25,  1910  (  36  Stat.  847;  43  U.  S.  C. 
141)  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Order  No. 
10355  of  May  26,  1952,  it  is  ordered  as 
i  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  order  of  October  29, 
1913,  which  created  Power  Site  Reserve 
No.  406,  is  hereby  revoked  so  far  as  it 
affects  the  following-described  lands: 
Boise  Meridian 

T.4S..B.4E., 

8ec.35,S^S^. 

T.5S..E.4E., 

Sec.  1,  lots  1,2, 3,  and  4; 

Sec.  2,  lots  1,2, 3,  and  4. 

T.5S..R.5E.,  ' 

Sec.  1,  lots  1,2,  3,  and  4; 

Sec.  J,  lots  1, 2,  3,  and  4; 

8ec.3,  lots  1, 2,  3,  and  4; 

8*c.  4,  lots  1, 2, 3,  and  4; 

Sec.  5,  lots  3  and  4; 

8ec.  6,  lots  1,2, 3,  and  4. 

T.4S.,  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  81,  lot  4,  SE^SW^,  and  S^SE^; 

Bee.  32, 8%S%; 

Sec.  33,8^8^; 

8ec.  34,8^8^. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  2,007.44 

acres, 

P  The  Federal  Power  Commission  on 
r  April  17,  1922,  issued  its  general  deter¬ 


mination  that  where  lands  of  the  United 
States  had  theretofore  been  or  thereafter 
were  reserved  or  classified  as  power  sites, 
solely  because  such  lands  were  either 
occupied  by  power  transmission  lines,  or 
their  occupancy  and  use  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  had  been  applied  for  or  authorized 
under  appropriate  laws  of  the  United 
States,  that  the  value  of  such  lands 
would  not  be  injured  or  destroyed  for 
purposes  of  power  development  by  loca¬ 
tion,  entry  or  selection  under  the  public ' 
land  laws  subject  to  the  reservation  of 
section  24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  The 
lands,  therefore,  to  the  extent  that  they 
are  not  included  in  other  withdrawals  or 
reservations,  will  continue  open  to  appli¬ 
cation  and  appropriation  under  the  pub¬ 


lic  land  laws,  but  without  reference  to 
the  provisions  of  section  24  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act. 

3,  In  DA-511,  Idaho,  issued  March  17, 
1958,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
vacated  the  withdrawal  created  by  the 
filing  on  April  16,  1923,  of  application 
for  license  in  Proje<^No.  406,  so  far  as  it 
affected  portions  Ofthe  above-described 
lands.  An  earlier  withdrawal  for  Project 
No.  282  of  February  23, 1922  was  consoli¬ 
dated  with  Project  No.  406. 

Roger  Ernst, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  1.  1958. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-3389;  Piled,  May  6.  1958; 

8:45  a.  m.) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
t  7  CFR  Part  924  ] 

(Docket  No.  AO-225-A9] 

Milk  in  Detroit,  Mich.,  Marketing  Area 

DECISION  WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED 

AMENDMENTS  TO  TENTATIVE  MARKETING 

AGREEMENT  AND  TO  ORDER 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et 
seq.) ,  and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  governing  the  formula¬ 
tion  of  marketing  agreements  and  mar¬ 
ketings  orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  a  public 
hearing  was  held  at  Lansing,  Michigan, 
.on  December  10-13, 1957,  and  at  Detroit, 
Michigan,  on  December  16-17, 1957,  pur¬ 
suant  to  notice  thereof  issued  on  Novem¬ 
ber  18,  1957  (22  F.  R.  9294). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  on 
March  28,  1958  (23  F.  R.  2189)  filed  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  his  recom¬ 
mended  decision  containing  notice  of  the 
opportunity  to  file  written  exceptions 
thereto. 

The  'material  issues  of  the  record  of 
hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Various  proposals  for  expansion  of 
the  marketing  area; 

2.  Location  differentials  to  handlers 
and  to  producers; 

3.  The  price  for  Class  H  milk; 

4.  The  establishment  of  interim  bases 
for  new  producers  and  old  producers  re¬ 
linquishing  their  bases; 

5.  Automatic  revision  of  seasonality  of 
normal  percentages  included  in  supply- 
demand  adjustors; 

6.  Pool  plant  requirements  applicable 
to  distributing  plants ; 

7.  The  type  of  pool; 

8.  Classification  of  milk  transferred  to 
nonpool  plants; 

9.  Equivalent  price  provisions,  and 

10.  Provisions  applicable  to  producer- 
handlers. 


The  notice  of  hearing  contained  pro¬ 
posals  for  realignment  of  the  Class  I 
price  differential  and  for  changes  in  the 
method  of  computing  producer  prices  but 
no  supporting  testimony  was  offered  with 
respect  to  these  proposals. 

In  view  of  the  extensive  testimony  * 
with  respect  to  proposals  for  expansion 
of  the  marketing  area  and  the  closely 
related  issues  with  respect  to  location 
differentials,  decision  with  respect  to 
these  issues  is  reserved  for  a  later  de¬ 
cision.  In  this  decision  consideration  is 
restricted  to  other  issues  of  the  hearing. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  follow¬ 
ing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the  ma¬ 
terial  issues  are  based  on  evidence  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof: 

1.  Class  II  milk  price.  The  provisions 
for  pricing  Class  n  milk  should  not  be 
changed  on  the  basis  of  this  record  ex¬ 
cept  to  revise,  in  conformity  with  present 
operating  conditions,  the  list  of  Michigan 
plants  used. 

Class  II  milk  under  the  Detroit  order 
includes  all  skim  milk  and  butterfat  dis¬ 
posed  of  for  consumption  as  fluid  cream, 
manufactured  into  dairy  products,  dis¬ 
posed  of  for  livestock  feed,  dumped  skim 
milk  and  allowable  plant  loss.  Since 
September  1956,  Class  II  milk  has  been 
priced  at  the  higher  of  the  average  pay¬ 
ing  prices  of  certain  Michigan  milk  man¬ 
ufacturing  plants  or  a  butter-powder 
formula  price  (that  used  as  an  alterna¬ 
tive  basic  formula  price,  less  18.3  cents); 
for  the  months  of  February  through 
September.  For  the  four  months  of 
October  through  January,  twenty  cents 
per  hundredweight  is  added  to  this  price. 

Prior  to  adoption  of  the  present  pro¬ 
visions  for  pricing  Class  n  milk  the  local 
plant  price  determined  the  Class  n  price 
in- all  months  of  the  year.  The  change 
effective  in  1956  was  based  upon  evidence 
that  this  price  had  not  always  reflected 
the  full  value  of  milk  used  for  manu¬ 
facturing  purposes.  Addition  of  the  20 
cents  on  a  seasonal  basis  was  designed 
to  make  the  annual  average  price  for 
Class  II  milk  more  representative  while 
encouraging  handlers  to  add  to  their 
operations  only  such  supplies  of  milk  as 
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would  be  required  for  operating  reserves 
rather  than  for  manufacturing  purposes. 
The  alternative  butter-powder  formula 
price  was  designed  to  prevent  the  Class 
33  price  from  sinking  to  unreasonably 
low  levels  in  any  month.  This  alterna¬ 
tive  price  has  never  been  the  effective 
price. 

-  Michigan  Milk  Producers  Association 
proposed  in  the  notice  of  hearing  that 
for  the  months  of  February  through 
September  the  Class  n  butter-powder 
formula  price  alternative  apply  to  milk 
used  in  pool  plants  to  produce  nonfat  dry 
milk,  whole  milk  powder,  and  butter. 
At  the  hearing,  however,  they  did  not 
support  this  proposal;  instead  they  ad¬ 
vocated  that  for  the  four  months  of  April 
through  July  a  credit  of  5  cents  per 
pound  apply  to  butterfat  manufactured 
into  and  disposed  of  as  butter  without 
requiring  that  such  manufacture  be  in 
pool  plants.  Others  advocated  that  the 
credit  apply  for  additional  months. 

The  cooperative  association  proposing 
a  lower  price  for  Class  n  milk  manufac¬ 
tured  into  butter  in  the  flush  production 
season  alleges  that  it  is  being  required 
to  handle  a  constantly  increasing  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  Class  n  milk  of  the  market 
and  must  provide  facilities  for  manu¬ 
facturing  in  order  that  the  milk  supply 
of  the  market  will  be  handled  in  an  or¬ 
derly  fashion  and  that  its  members  may 
be  provided  with  a  market  at  all  times. 
It  alleges  that  it  cannot  avoid  process¬ 
ing  the  reserve  supplies  from  producers 
who  are  not  members  of  the  association 
and  that  losses  in  processing  such  milk 
should  not  be  borne  by  their  membership. 
No  figures  showing  processing  costs  or 
losses  were  presented,  however.  The 
volumes  of  butter  manufactured  by  the 
proponent  was  shown  to  be  substantial, 
particularly  in  the  four  months  for  which 
the  five  cents  credit  was  proposed.  An¬ 
other  producer  cooperative  with  manu¬ 
facturing  facilities  showed  that  its  but¬ 
ter  manufacture  was  more  evenly  dis¬ 
tributed  over  the  year  and  proposed 
credit  be  given  for  at  least  eight  months 
of  the  year. 

An  operator  of  cheese  manufacturing 
plants  in  Michigan  protested  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  special  price  for  butter  not 
likewise  applicable  to  American  cheese. 
Both  products  are  purchased  under  the 
Government  price  support  program  at 
prices  designed  to  reflect  a  single  na¬ 
tional  average  level  of  price  to  dairy 
farmers  for  manufacturing  milk.  Selec¬ 
tion  of  butter  as  the  product  to  which 
a  credit  should  apply  was  evidently 
based  upon  the  fact  that  this  is  the  prod¬ 
uct  to  which  the  proponent  and  other  co¬ 
operatives  supporting  the  proposal  are 
equipped  to  convert  milk  for  which  no 
other  market  can  be  found. 

No  claim  was  made  that  there  had 
been  any  essential  change  in  the  operat¬ 
ing  or  procurement  policies  of  the  local 
manufacturing  plants  upon  which  it 
should  be  concluded  that  the  annual 
level  of  the  Class  II  price  in  relation  to 
the  local  plant  prices  should  be  reduced 
in  order  to  be  representative  of  the  value 
of  manufacturing  milk.  Neither  is  there 
evidence  that  there  is  need  of  greater 
seasonality  in  the  Class  n  milk  price. 
For  a  part  of  the  time  since  the  present 


pricing  became  effective,  particularly 
from  September  1956  through  April  1957 
the  local  plant  price  averaged  some¬ 
what  higher  in  relation  to  other  manu¬ 
facturing  milk  prices  than  had  formerly 
been  the  case.  For  this  period  the  local 
plant  price  exceeded  the  midwest  con- 
densery  price  of  the  order  by  an  aver¬ 
age  of  7  cents  per  hundredweight.  For 
the  months  of  September  through  De¬ 
cember  1957  (official  notice  is  hereby 
taken  of  official  price  announcements 
by  the  market  administrator  for  the 
months  of  November  and  December 
1957)  the  local  plant  price  averaged  4.4 
cents  less  than  the  condense^y  price,  a 
more  usual  relationship. 

Production  of  manufacturing  grade 
milk  in  Detroit  milkshed  area  is  de¬ 
creasing  at  the  same  time  that  the 
volume  of  milk  in  the  Detroit  pool  is 
increasing.  <  A  number  of  manufacturing 
plants  have  ceased  operations.  While 
this  situation  may  in  time  affect  the 
validity  of  prior  conclusions  with  respect 
to  the  level  of  the  local  plant  price  such 
change  is  not  evident  on  this  record. 
Increased  demand  for  pool  milk  for  Class 
H  use  in  nonpool  plants  was  shown  by 
an  operator  of  nonpool  plants  in  con¬ 
nection  with  a  proposed  modification  of 
the  provision  for  classification  of  pool 
milk  moved  to  nonpool  plants. 

It  is  concluded  that  no  change  in  the 
provisions  for  pricing  Class  II  milk 
should  be  made  on  the  basis  of  this  rec¬ 
ord  other  than  to  modify  the  list  of 
named  local  plants  to  represent  present 
operating  conditions. 

The  plants  operated  by  the  Borden 
Company  at  Perrinton,  Michigan,  and 
by  the  Pet  Milk  Company  at  Hudson, 
Michigan,  which  are  two  of  the  nine 
named  local  plants,  have  ceased  opera¬ 
tions.  The  Grand  Ledge  Milk  Company 
operations  at  Grand  Ledge,  Michigan, 
have  been  acquired  by  the  Lansing  Dairy 
Company,  a  cooperative  association 
which  also  operates  a  Detroit  pool  plant 
and  a  distributing  plant  at  Lansing.  Cur¬ 
rent  payments  to  farmers  delivering  milk 
at  Grand  Ledge  may  represent  only  par¬ 
tial  returns  for  the  milk  with  additional 
returns  being  received  as  patronage 
dividends. 

It  is  concluded  that  these  three  plants 
should  be  deleted  from  the  list  of  named 
local  plants.  A  Borden  plant  at  Mt. 
Pleasant,  Michigan,  at  which  operations 
and  pay  prices  have  paralleled  closely 
those  of  the  Perrinton  plant,  should  be 
added.  The  resulting  seven  plant  list  is 
representative  of  current  manufacturing 
operations  in  the  Detroit  milkshed. 

2.  Base  rules.  The  provisions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  establishment  of  interim  bases 
and  payments  to  producers  while  estab¬ 
lishing  such  bases  should  not  be  modified 
on  the  basis  of  this  record.  Provision 
should  be  included  for  producers  losing 
herds  through  brucellosis  or  tuberculosis 
to  retain  their  bases  for  12  months  and 
for  computation  of  bases  for  producers 
supplying  distributing  plants  acquiring 
pool  status. 

Each  Detroit  producer  who  delivers 
milk  122  days  or  more  of  the  August  1- 
December  31  period  each  year  establishes 
a  base  equal  to  his  average  deliveries  dur¬ 
ing  that  period;  such  base  is  then  used 


as  a  basis  of  payment  for  deliveries  fn» 
the  12  month  period  beginning  with  til 
following  February.  A  producer  without 
an  established  base  establishes  an  in' 
terim  base  by  his  deliveries  during  th* 
first  three  full  calendar  months  of  hi* 
deliveries.  While  establishing  this  ini 
terim  base  he  is  paid  the  uniform  or 
market  average  price  for  the  base”form 
ing  months  of  August  through  December 
and  for  other  months  the  base  price  for 
a  seasonally  varied  percentage  of  his 
monthly  deliveries  and  the  excess  price 
for  the  remainder.  The  interim  base  is 
then  established  as  the  daily  average  of 
the  quantities  for  which  base  price  was 
to  be  paid  except  that  the  interim  bass 
is  computed  on  80  percent  of  deliveries 
for  August  and  September  and  90  per- 
cent  of  deliveries  for  other  base  forming 
months.  A  producer  with  an  established 
base  may  elect  to  relinquish  his  base  and 
establish  an  interim  base  once  each  year 
It  was  proposed  that  the  period  required  \ 
for  formation  of  interim  bases  be  ex- 
tended  to  five  months,  that  the  percent¬ 
age  of  deliveries  to  be  paid  at  the  base 
price  and  used  in  the  computation  of  the 
interim  base  be  reduced  5  or  10  pointy  in 
all  months  other  than  April  through 
July,  and  that  payments  at  the  uniform 
price  in  base  forming  months  be  elimi¬ 
nated.  This  proposal  was  made  by  the 
cooperative  association  representing 
more  than  80  percent  of  all  producers 
supplying  the  market. 

It  was  not  shown  that  the  changes  pro¬ 
posed  would  bring  about  a  more  even 
flow  of  milk  to  the  market  throughout 
the  year.  Effect  on  the  total  supply  of 
the  market  rather  than  its  seasonal  dis¬ 
tribution  appears  to  be  the  principal  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  proposal.  It  was  argued  that 
the  present  provisions  are  too  attractive 
in  fall  months  to  new  shippers  and  for 
old  shippers  to  increase  production  in 
an  already  oversupplied  market. 

In  the  Detroit  market  the  average 
daily  delivery  per  farm  has  somewhat 
less  seasonal  variation  than  formerly,  in 
that  a  somewhat  greater  proportion  of 
the  yearly  production  is  in  fall  and 
winter  months  and  somewhat  less  in  the 
spring  and  early  summer  months.  Con¬ 
siderably  more  noticable  is  the  con¬ 
stantly  increasing  production  per  farm. 
Since  1954  daily  deliveries  per  farm  have 
increased  21  percent.  For  the  August- 
‘December  period  this  increase  has  been 
25  percent.  Such  changes  are  not  pe¬ 
culiar  to  Detroit,  but  are  representative 
of  trends  in  many  markets. 

The  proposal  is  evidently  designed  to 
make  it  less  attractive  for  producers  to 
increase  the  average  size  of  their  deliv¬ 
eries.  It  is  concluded  that  the  proposal 
should  not  be  adopted  on  the  basis  of 
this  record. 

The  base  rules  should  provide  that  a 
producer  losing  the  principal  part  of  his 
herd  through  brucellosis  or  tuberculosis 
may  retain  his  base  without  loss  for  one 
year.  Such  a  provision  now  applies  when 
a  producer  loses  his  barn  through  fire  or 
windstorm.  Loss  of  seventy  percent  of 
the  milking  herd  for  which  evidence  is¬ 
sued  under  State  or  Federal  authority  is 
presented  represents  a  reasonable  stand¬ 
ard  for  operation  of  the  provision. 

Provision  should  also  be  made  for 
computation  of  bases  for  producers  sup- 
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distributing  plants  when  such 
KnS  first  achieve  pool  plant  status  on 
JT  basis  of  deliveries  to  such  plant 
Erine  the  preceding  base  making  period. 
Jniprincipal  need  shown  for  such  a 
iwfviSon  was  related  to  producers  sup- 

plants  that  would  be  affected  by 
nrnoosals  to  increase  the  marketing 
raa  Other  distributing  plants  may 
a£o  enter  the  market  and  achieve  pool 
JStus  Producers  supplying  such  plants 
m  the  preceding  base  forming  months 
Sidently  supplied  milk  for  Class  I  use 
at  that  time  and  if  satisfactory  evidence 
of  their  deliveries  at  that  tune  can  be 
furnished  should  have  bases  computed 
from  such  deliveries.  The  provision  i  set 
forth  above  for  new  producers  appear 
anpropriate  for  producers  delivering  to 
plants  which  first  qualify  as  supply 

^^Supply-demand  adjustment.  Provi¬ 
sion  for  automatic  adjustment  of  the 
seasonality  of  the  normal  percentages 
uBed  in  supply-demand  adjustment  of 
the  Class  I  price  should  not  be  made  on 
the  basis  of  this  record. 

The  Class  I  price  of  the  Detroit  order 
fe  adjusted  for  the  extent  to  which  the 
average  percentage  that  producer  milk 
receipts  were  of  Class  I  sales  in  the  most 
recent  two  month  period  varies  from  the 
average  of  predetermined  monthly  “nor- 
nal”  percentage  relationships  which 
vary  seasonally.  A  handler  proposed 
that  the  seasonal  relationship  of  these 
‘normal”  percentages  be  revised  an¬ 
nually  to  reflect  the  seasonal  relation¬ 
ships  for  the  most  recent  4  years. 

Producers  opposed  this  proposal  on  the 
basis  that  under  the  method  of  compu¬ 
tation  proposed  a  reduction  in  the  annual 
level  of  the  Class  I  price  would  result, 
and  that  proposals  they  had  submitted  to 
increase  this  annual  level  were  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  notice  of  hearing. 

While  it  would  be  possible  to  reflect  re¬ 
cent  seasonality  of  supply-demand  rela¬ 
tionships  automatically  without  affecting 
the  resulting  annual  level  of  price,  it  does 
not  appear  that  this  record  provides  an 
adequate  basis  for  such  action.  No 
serious  seasonal  maladjustment  in  the 
present  provision  was  shown.  It  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  no  change  should  be  made 
on  the  basis  of  this  record. 

4.  Pool  plant  requirements.  Pool  plant 
requirements  applicable  to  distributing 
plants  should  be  modified  to  permit 
plants  which  have  qualified  in  each  of 
the  months  of  October  through  March 
to  remain  qualified  for  the  months  of 
April  through  September  if  they  main¬ 
tain  the  minimum  required  route  dis¬ 
tribution  in  the  marketing  area.  The 
receipts  of  which  a  specified  percentage 
of  route  sales  are  required  for  qualifica¬ 
tion  should  include  only  receipts  from 
producers  and  from  supply  plants. 

In  order  to  qualify  as  a  pool  plant 
under  present  order  provisions  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  must  have  route  distri¬ 
bution  of  Class  I  milk  in  the  marketing 
area  of  600  pounds  or  more  per  day  and 
in  addition  must  have  55  percent  or  more 
of  its  total  receipts  on  routes  either  in¬ 
side  or  outside  the  marketing  area  for 
the  months  of  September  through  Feb¬ 
ruary  dr  45  percent  for  other  months. 
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A  handler  proposed  that  the  required 
proportion  of  fluid  sales  be  50  percent 
for  the  months  of  October  through 
March  and  that  no  percentage  apply  for 
other  months.  The  producers  supplying 
this  handler  have  a  considerably  wider 
seasonal  variation  in  deliveries  than  the 
average  of  the  market  while  the  handler 
has  considerable  seasonality  in  his  Class 
I  sales,  due  to  school  contacts.  As  a  con¬ 
sequence,  the  handler  has  with  difficulty 
maintained  status  in  summer  months 
while  he  has  had  no  problem  in  other 
months.  As  a  result  of  this  situation  he 
can  no  longer  take  care  of  summer  sur¬ 
pluses  of  small  distributing  plants  in  his 
section  of  the  market.  The  manufactur¬ 
ing  facilities  of  this  handler  provide  the 
most  accessible  surplus  disposal  outlet 
for  these  small  plants. 

There  was  no  opposition  to  some  modi¬ 
fication  of  the  provisions  to  meet  this 
situation.  The  pool  plant  requirements 
for  distributing  plants  serve,  however,  as 
a  means  of  preventing  plants  which  fail 
to  qualify  as  supply  plants  from  pooling 
their  receipts  on  the  basis  of  token  route 
operations^'  For  this  reason  require¬ 
ments  applicable  to  summer  months 
must  be  retained.  They  may  be  waived, 
however,  with  respect  to  plants  which 
have  qualified  as  distributing  plants  in 
each  of  the  immediately  preceding  fall 
and  winter  months,  and  it  is  concluded 
that  the  order  should  so  provide.  The 
six-month  period  of  required  qualifica¬ 
tion  for  all  plants  should  be  changed  to 
October  through  March.  A  review  of 
the  record  indicates  that  this  is  now  the 
Consecutive  six-month  period  with  high¬ 
est  percentage  of  Class  I  utilization  for 
the  market.  The  qualification  percent¬ 
age  for  this  period  should  continue  to  be 
55  percent  of  receipts. 

The  volume  of  receipts  from  other 
plants  used  in  the  computation  should  be 
that  from  supply  plants  only.  Such 
shipments  form  the  basis  upon  which 
supply  plants  may  qualify  as  pool  plants. 
Movements  from  distributing  plants  on 
the  other  hand,  have  no  bearing  upon 
pool  qualification  of  such  plants. 

5.  Pooling.  Handler  pooling  should 
not  replace  market-wide  pooling.  A 
handler  proposal  to  change  pooling  of 
producer  returns  from  the  present  mar¬ 
ket-wide  basis  to  an  individual  handler 
basis  was  not  supported  by  the  proponent 
but  was  supported  by  a  producer  on  be¬ 
half  of  certain  producers  in  a  location 
near  the  market.  It  was  contended  that 
under  handler  pooling  dealers  would  re¬ 
strict  purchases  from  producers  to  a 
volume  nearer  to  Class  I  needs  and  the 
producers  supplying  them  would  benefit 
by  higher  base  blend  prices.  The  pro¬ 
posal  was  not  supported  by  producer 
organizations  accepting  responsibility  for 
orderly  marketing  of  the  inspected  milk 
supply  of  the  market.'  The  Detroit  mar¬ 
ket  supply  is  organized  on  the  basis  of 
market-wide  pooling.  This  record  pro¬ 
vides  no  basis  for  changing  the  type  of 
pool. 

6.  Transfers  to  nonpool  plants.  Milk 
transferred  to  nonpool  plants  is  now 
allocated  to  the  highest  available  use  in 
the  nonpool  plant,  except  for  the  months 
of  April,  May,  and  June  when  it  is  allo¬ 


cated  to  the  lowest  available  use.  The 
highest  use  allocation  provision  was 
adopted  in  1955  to  discourage  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  nonpool  handlers  with  Class  I  dis¬ 
position  from  depending  upon  the 
Detroit  pool  to  carry  their  daily  and 
seasonal  reserves.  The  exception  for  the 
flush  production  months  recognizes  that 
in  these  months  there  is  little  likelihood 
of  a  nonpool  plant  depending  upon  De¬ 
troit  pool  milk  for  bottling  purposes. 

It  was  proposed  that  transfers  to  non¬ 
pool  plants  be  so  allocated  as  to  give  local 
dairy  farmers’  milk  priority  over  Detroit 
pool  milk  transferred  to  the  nonpool 
plant.  The  principal  basis  upon  which 
any  change  was  advocated  however,  was 
in  connection  with  transfers  to  a  manu¬ 
facturing  plant  with  no  bottled  milk 
sales,  but  from  which  bulk  milk  is  trans¬ 
ferred  to  a  second  nonpool  plant  for 
manufacture  of  cottage  cheese.  The 
second  nonpool  plant  processes  milk  for 
fluid  use.  Under  present  order  provi¬ 
sions  the  same  allocation  provisions  ap¬ 
ply  to  the  second  movement  as  to  the 
original  transfer. 

In  the  recommended  decision  it  was 
proposed  that  the  allocation  provisions 
be  changed  with  respect  to  further 
movements  from  certain  types  of  nonpool 
plants  under  specified  circumstances.  As 
a  result  of  exceptions  received  the  op¬ 
portunity  under  such  provisions  for  non¬ 
pool  handlers  to  again  rely  upon  secu¬ 
ring  reserve  milk  needed  for  their  Class  I 
business  from  the  Detroit  pool  as  Class 
n  milk  has  been  carefully  reviewed.  It 
is  concluded  that  general  application  of 
the  exceptions  proposed  for  this  single 
situation  would  be  difficult  of  adminis¬ 
tration  and  could  provide  opportunity 
for  widespread  return  to  the  situation 
which  the  present  provisions  were  de¬ 
signed  to  correct.  It  is  therefore  con*- 
eluded  that  no  change  should  be  made  at 
this  time  in  the  provisions  for  classifica¬ 
tion  of  milk  transferred  to  nonpool 
plants. 

7.  Equivalent  prices.  An  “equivalent 
prices”  provision  should  be  incorporated 
in  the  order.  Various  price  quotations 
have  become  unavailable  with  little,  if 
any,  advance  notice.  Plants  us?d  as 
sources  of  prices  for  computing  basic 
formula  prices  and  manufacturing  milk 
prices  have  ceased  operations.  Provi¬ 
sions  have  been  incorporated  into  orders 
to  meet  emergency  situations  in  which 

'  particular  price  quotations  necessary  for 
price  formulas  or  other  provisions  in  the 
orders,  may  not  be  available  to  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator.  In  such  case,  the 
Secretary  would  determine  a  price  equiv¬ 
alent  to  the  price  quotation  specified  in 
the  order.  Some  provision  of  this  type 
is  necessary  to  meet  emergency  condi¬ 
tions  since  the  mechanics  involved  would 
not  permit  sufficient  time  to  consider 
and  issue  an  order  amendment.  The 
provision  likewise  will  remove  uncer¬ 
tainty  as  to  the  procedure  to  be  followed 
in  the  absence  of  price  quotations  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  order  and  thus  will  prevent 
unnecessary  interruption  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  order. 

8.  Producer-handlers.  The  order 
presently  defines  a  producer-handler  as 
a  handler  who  produces  milk  but  receives 
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no  milk  from  other  producers,  or  from 
a  cooperative  association.  Cooperative 
associations  operate  a  number  of  pool 
plants  in  the  Detroit  market.  Under 
the  present  provision  a  producer-handler 
may  Jose  his  status  as  a  producer-han¬ 
dler  by  purchases  from  the  pool  plant  of 
a  cooperative  association  when  a  like 
purchase  from  a  pool  plant  operated  by 
a  proprietary  concern  would  not  affect 
liis  status.  There  appears  to  be  little 
reason  for  such  distinction.  It  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  restriction  should  only 
apply  to  receipts  from  producers,  and 
.  that  provisions  should  be  made  to  clas¬ 
sify  any  milk  transferred  from  a  pool 
plant  to  the  plant  of  a  producer-handler 
as  Class  I  milk.  "Producer-handlers  buy 
pool  milk  only  for  use  in  connection  with 
their  Class  I  business. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties  in  the  market. 
These  briefs,  proposed  findings  and  con-, 
elusions  and  the  evidence  in  the  record 
were  considered  in  making  the  findings 
and  conclusions  set  forth  above.  To  the 
extent  that  the  suggested  findings  and 
conclusions  filed  by  interested  parties 
are  inconsistent  with  the  findings  and 
conclusions  set  forth  herein,  the  requests 
to  make  such  findings  or  reach  such  con¬ 
clusions  are  denied  for  the  reasons  pre¬ 
viously  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed, 
except  insofar  as  such  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
findings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

Ca)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors, 

•  insure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and 
will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  exceptions.  In  arriving  at 
the  findings  and  conclusions,  and  the 
regulatory  provisions  of  this  decision, 
each  of  the  exceptions  received  was  care¬ 


fully  and  fully  considered  In  conjunction 
with  the  record  evidence  pertaining 
thereto.  To  the  extent  that  the  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  decision  are  at  variance 
with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such  excep¬ 
tions  are  hereby  overruled  for  the  reasons 
previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  agreement  and  order. 
Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof 
are  two  documents  entitled,  respectively, 
“Marketing  agreement  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Detroit,  Mich¬ 
igan,  marketing  area”,  and  “Order 
amending  the  order  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Detroit,  Michigan, 
marketing  area”,  which  have  been  de¬ 
cided  upon  as  the  detailed  and  appropri¬ 
ate  means  of  effectuating  the  foregoing 
conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
said  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  will  be  published 
with  this  decision.  \ 

Determination  of  representative  pe¬ 
riod.  The  month  of  February  1958  is 
hereby  determined  to  be  the  representa¬ 
tive  period  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain¬ 
ing  whether  the  issuance  of  the  attached 
order  amending  the  order  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Detroit,  Mich¬ 
igan,  marketing  area,  is  approved  or 
favored  by  producers,  as  defined  under 
the  terms  of  the  order  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  and  who,  during 
such  representative  period,  were  engaged 
in  the  production  of  milk  for  sale  within 
the  aforesaid  marketing  area. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  1st 
day  of  May  1958. 

[seal]  Don  Paarlberg, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Order 1  Amending  Order  Regulating 

Handling  of  Milk  in  Detroit,  Michigan, 

Marketing  Area 

§  924.0  Findings  and  determinations. 
The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.) ,  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900) ,  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon 

1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective 
unless  and  until  the  requirements  of  S  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


certain  proposed  amendments  to  th* 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  tn 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  S 
milk  in  the  Detroit,  Michigan,  marketing 
area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evident* 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  th* 
record  thereof,  it  is  found  that;  i 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de- 
dared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole- 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  pudUc  interest* 
and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended 

regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of  in¬ 
dustrial  or  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  ]* 
therefore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the 
effective  date  hereof  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Detroit,  Michigan,  marketing 
area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in 
compliance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  hereby 
amended,  and  the  aforesaid  order  is 
hereby  amended,  as  follows: 

1.  Revise  §  924.8  to  read  as  follows: 

§  924.8  Produce  r-handler.  “Pro¬ 
ducer-handler”  means  a  person  who  is  a 
handler  and  who  produces  milk,  but  re* 
ceives  no  milk  from  producers. 

2.  Amend  §  924.16  (a)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(a)  Any  plant,  hereinafter  referred  to 
as  a  “distributing  plant”  v 

(1)  In  which  milk  is  pasteurized  or 
packaged  for  distribution  in  .the  market¬ 
ing  area; 

(2)  Frdm  which  Class  I  milk  is  dis¬ 
posed  of  on  a  route (s)  in  the  marketing 
area;  and 

(3)  From  which  the  total  quantity  of 
Class  I  milk  distributed  on  all  routes 
operated  inside  or  outside  the  market¬ 
ing  area  equals  the  percentage  specified 
below  of  receipts  from  producers  and 
from  supply  plants  of  milk  approved  by 
the  appropriate  health  authority  for 
fluid  use: 

(i)  55  percent  during  any  of  the 
months  of  October  through  March;  or 

(ii)  45  percent  during  any  of  the 
months  of  April  through  September,  ex¬ 
cept  that  no  such  percentage  require¬ 
ment  shall  apply  during  such  months 
with  respect  to  any  such  plant  which 
qualified  as  a  distributing  plant  during 
each  of  the  immediately  preceding 
months  of  October  through  March. 

3.  Add  the  following  as  §  924.43  (d) : 

(d)  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  trans¬ 
ferred  from  a  pool  plant  to  the  plant  of 
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reducer-handler  in  the  form  of  milk 
*  gini  milk  shall  be  Class  I  utilization. 

a  m  §924.50  (c)  revise  the  list  of 
jjgJned  plants  to  read  as  follows: 
present  Operator  and  Location 

Wen  Co..  Mt.  Pleasant.  Mich, 
rar nation  Co..  Sheridan.  Mich, 
rarnatlon  Co..  Sparta.  Mich. 

JSmont  Poods  Co..  Bad  Axe.  Mich. 

Kraft  Poods,  Clare,  Mich. 

Kraft  Poods.  Pinconning,  Mich, 
pestle  Co.,  Ubly.  Mich. 

5.  Add  the  following  as  §  924.54: 

.  y24  54  Use  of  equivalent  prices.  If 
<J  guy  reason  a  price  quotation  required 
L  this  order  for  computing  class  prices 
m  for  other  purposes  is  not  available  in 
toe  manner  described,  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  use  a  price  determined 
Jythe  Secretary  to  be  equivalent  to  the 
price  which  is  required. 

6.  Add  the  following  as  §  924.70  (e) : 

(e)  When  a  plant  first  becomes  a  pool 
pHnt  pursuant  to  §  924.16  (a)  bases  for 
producers  delivering  to  such  plant  may 
be  established  on  the  basis  of  deliveries 
of  milk  to  such  plant  for  the  preceding 
August- December  period  certified  by 
mbmission  of  delivery  receipts  or  other 
evidence  satisfactory  to  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator. 

7.  Amend  §  924.71  (c)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows:  « 

(c)  A  producer  who  does  not  deliver 
milk  to  any  handler  for  45  consecutive 
days  shall  forfeit  his  base,  except  the 
following  producers  may  retain  their 
bases  without  loss  for  twelve  months: 

(1)  A  producer  who  suffers  the  com¬ 
plete  loss  of  his  barn  as  a  result  of  fire 
or  windstorm;  or 

(2)  A  producer  for  whom  loss  of  sev¬ 
enty  percent  or  more  of  the  milk  herd 
from  brucellosis  or  bovine  tuberculosis 
is  shown  by  evidence  issued  under  State 
or  Federal  authority. 

[F.  E.  Doc.  58-3412;  Plied,  May  6,  1958; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


Agricultural  Research  Service 
I  9  CFR  Part  76  1 

Hoc  Cholera,  Swine  Plague  and  Other 
Communicable  Swine  Diseases 

discontinuance  of  use  of  virulent 
virus 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.  S.  C.  1003)  that,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  sections  1  and 
1  <rf  the  act  of  February  2,  1903,  as 
unended  (21  U.  S.  C.  Ill  and  120),  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  76.5  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  interstate  movement 
J  swine  (9  CFR  76.5,  as  amended)  in 
the  following  respects : 

1.  Section  76.5  (d)  (2)  would  be 

unended  to  read: 

(2)  Simultaneous  inoculation  method. 
The  swine  may  be  given  the  simultane- 
008  inoculation  with  anti-hog -cholera 
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serum  and  modified  live  virus  vaccine, 
prepared  under  license  from  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture.  The  doses  of  serum 
and  modified  live  virus  vaccine  admin¬ 
istered  shall  be  in  conformity  with  the 
amounts  specified  in  paragraph  (f)  of 
this  section. 

2.  Section  76.5  (f)  would  be  amended 
to  read : 

(f)  The  dosage  of  serum  and  modified 
live-virus  vaccine  used  for  the  treatment 
of  swine  under  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section  shall  in  no 
instance  be  less  than  that  prescribed  in 
subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph. 

(1)  Dosage  of  anti-hog-cholera  serum. 

Dose  of 
serum  ( cubic 


Weight  of  swine  (pounds) :  centimeters ) 

20-40 _ 30 

40-60_ . 30-40 

60-90 _  40-60 

90-120 _  50-60 

120-150 _  60-70 

150-180 _ i _  70-80 

180  and  over _ 80-100 


(2)  Dosage  of  modified  live-virus  vac - 
cine  with  anti-hog -cholera  serum.  The 
dosage  of  modified  live-virus  vaccine 
shall  be  that  recommended  on  the  prod¬ 
uct  label  by  the  licensed  manufacturer, 
supplemented  with  anti-hog-cholera 
serum  in  the  amounts  specified  in  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph. 

The  object  of  the  proposed  amendment 
is  to  discontinue  the  use  of  virulent  virus 
in  conjunction  with  anti-diog-cholera 
serum  as  an  alternative  method  of  inocu¬ 
lating  swine  at  public  stockyards  for 
the  prevention  of  hog  cholera,  as  a  means 
of  qualifying  the  swine  for  interstate 
shipment. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  concerning 
the  proposed  amendment  may  do  so  by 
filing  them  with  the  Director,  Animal 
Disease  Eradication  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Research  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
25,  D.  C.,  within  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  1st 
day  of  May  1958. 

[seal]  M.  R.  Clarkson, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-3396;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 

8:47  a.  m.J 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

^  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  1  ] 

Enforcement  of  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act 

EXTENSION  OF  TIME  FOR  FILING  COMMENTS 

IN  RE  PROPOSAL  TO  EXEMPT  CITRUS  FRUIT 

BEARING  CHEMICAL  PRESERVATIVE  FROM 

LABELING  REQUIREMENTS 

By  a  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  April  4,  1958  (23  F.  R.  2231), 


a  period  of  30  days  was  allowed  for  in¬ 
terested  persons  to  submit  evidence  and 
comments  in  the  above-entitled  matter. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  received  requests  for  an  extension 
of  time  for  filing  comments  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter;  and  good  reason  there¬ 
for  appearing:  If  is  ordered.  That  the 
time  for  filing'  comments  be  extended 
until  September  1,  1958.  This  action  is 
taken  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as  amended  70 
Stat.  919;  21  U.  S.  C.  371),  which  au¬ 
thority  was  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  (22  F.  R.  1045) . 

Dated:  May  1,  1958. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-3409;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[21  CFR  Part  120] 


Tolerances  and  Exemptions  From  Tol¬ 
erances  for  Pesticide  Chemicals  in 
or  on  Raw  Agricultural  Commodities 

notice  of  filing  of  petition  for  estab¬ 
lishment  OF  TOLERANCES  FOR  RESIDUES 
OF  2-  ( 1  -METHYLHEPTYL)  -4,6-DINITRO- 
PHENYL  CROTONATE 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (tec. 
408  (d>  (1),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C.  346a 
(d)  (1)),  the  following  notice  is  issued: 

A  petition  has  been  filed  by  Rohm  and 
Haas  Company,  222  West  Washington 
Square,  Philadelphia  5,  Pennsylvania, 
proposing  the  establishment  of  toler¬ 
ances  of  2  parts  per  million  for  residues 
of  2-  ( 1-methylheptyl)  -4,6-dinitrophenyl 
crotonate  in  or  on  the  following  raw 
agricultural  commodities:  Apples,  apri¬ 
cots,  beans  (dry  form),  beans  (succu¬ 
lent  form) ,  blackberries,  blueberries 
(huckleberries) ,  boysenberries,  canta¬ 
loups,  cherries,  crabapples,  cucumbers, 
currants,  dewberries,  gooseberries, 
grapes,  honeydew  melons,  loganberries, 
muskmelons,  nectarines,  peaches,  pears, 
peas  (dry  form),  peas  (succulent  form), 
plums  (fresh  prunes) ,  pumpkins, 
quinces,  raspberries,  soybeans  (dry 
form),  soybeans  (succulent  form), 
strawberries,  summer  squash,  water¬ 
melons,  winter  squash. 

The  analytical  method  proposed  in 
the  petition  for  determining  residues  of 
2  -  (1  -methylheptyl)  -4,6  -  dinitrophenyl 
crotonate  is  that  published  in  Agricul¬ 
ture  and  Food  Chemistry,  Volume  5,  No. 
12,  page  914  (December  1957). 

Dated:  April  30,  1958. 

[seal]  Robert  S.  Roe, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Biological 
and  Physical  Sciences. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-3408;  Filed,  May  8,  1958; 

8:50  a.  m.) 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY  a"142*?’  ®114410> 

^  G-14416;  Gulf  Oil  Corporation  (Opera- 

Bureau  of  Customs  tor),  et  al.,  Docket  Nos.  G-11851,  G- 

fTD  545811  13100,  G-13494. 

1  ‘  ’  J  The  above  proceedings  relate  to  pro- 

Coal,  Coke,  and  Briquettes  Imported  posed  changes  in  rates  which  heretofore 

From  Certain  Countries  have  been  suspended  by  order  of  the 

taxable  status  Commission,  with  the  provision  that  a 

'  public  hearing  will  be  held  thereon  at  a 

May  1,  1958.  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the  Sec- 

Coal,  coke  made  from  coal,  and  coal  or  retary. 
coke  briquettes  imported  from  the  fol-  Take  notice  that  the  said  related  pro- 
lowing  countries  and  entered  for  con-  ceedings  will  be  heard  on  a  consolidated 
sumption  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse  record  to  the  end  that  they  may  be  dis- 
for  consumption  during  the  period  from  posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible. 

January  1  to  December  31,  1958,  inclu-  Take  further  notice  that  pursuant  to 
sive,  will  not  be  subject  to  the  tax  of  10  the  prior  orders  of  the  Commission  in 
cents  per  100  pounds  prescribed  in  sec-  each  of  the  above  proceedings  and  the 

tion  4531,  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 

1954:  4  and  15  thereof,  and  the  Commission’s 

Canada,-  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a  public 

japan.  hearing  will  be  held  commencing  on  July 

United  Kingdom.  7,  1958,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a 

West  Germany.  Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 

Certain  countries  from  which  there  Commission  441  <3  Street  NW„  Wash- 
have  been  no  imnortations  of  coal  or  m8ton’  D-  c-  Concerning  the  matters 
allied  fuels  since  January  1,  1956,  are  and  iss“es  involved  in  these  consolidated 
not  included  in  the  above  list.  Further  Proceedings. . 

information  concerning  the  taxable  sta-  „  Interested  State  commissions  may 
tus  of  coal  or  allied  fuels  imported  during  Participate  as  provided  by  §  1.8  and  1.37 
the  calendar  year  1958  from  countries 

not  listed  above  will  be  furnished  upon  ana  Procedure  ( 18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (I) ) . 
application  therefor  to  the  Bureau.  [seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

[seal]  C.  A.  Emerick,  *  Secretary. 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs.  iF«  R.  Doc.  58-3390;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 
MR  TJ  TW  RR-TdOd,.  Wlori  **0X7  R  1 QRR-  8.46  a.m.]  ^ 


schedule  for  sales  of  natural  gas  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission 
*  The  proposed  change,  which  constitutes 
an  increased  rate  and  charge,  is  con 
tained  in  the  following  designated  filing^ 

Description:  (1)  Supplemental  Agreement! 
dated  March  24,  1958.  (2)  Notice  ol  Chanee 
undated. 

Purchaser :  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 

Rate  schedule  designation:  (l)  SupnJ 
ment  $to.  5  to  Texas’  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  124.  (2)  Supplement  No.  6  to  Texw 

FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  124. 

Effective  Date:  May  3,  1958  (effective  date 
is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  re- 
quired  thirty  days’  notice) . 

In  support  of  the  proposed 


renego- 

tiated  rate  increase,  Texas  states  that 
the  new  rate  was  negotiated  after  bona 
fide  arm’s-length  bargaining,,  the  exten- 
sion  of  the  term  from  1960  to  1978  in- 
creases  the  total  cash  operating  cost  of 
the  seller  in  proportion  to  the  extended 
life  of  the  field  operations  and  therefore 
decreases  its  net  income  from  a  given 
quantity  of  gas  reserves,  causes  addi¬ 
tional  cost  to  the  seller  because  of  inter¬ 
est  lost  on  the  deferred  income,  and  the 
price  increase  only  partially  compensates 
the  seller  for  these  and  other  increasing 
costs.  Texas  also  states  that  its  costs 
have  been  anfi.  are  increasing  as  evi¬ 
denced  by  6  percent  wage  increases  May 
1,  1957,  and  steel  price  increases  of  3 
percent  and  5.3  percent  in  1957. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful.  _ 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  "proposed 
change,  and  that  Supplement  Nos.  5  and 
6  to  Texas’  ^FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
124  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  tp  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and  charge 
contained  in  Supplement  Nos.  5  and  6  to 
Texas’  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  124 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  said  supplements  be  and 
they  are  each  hereby  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  October  3, 
1958,  and  until  such  further  time  as  they 
are  made  effective  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 


[Project  No.  5] 

Montana  Power  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  POSTPONEMENT  OF  HEARING 

April  30, 1958. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  telegraphic 
request  filed  April  24,  1958,  as  supple¬ 
mented  by  letter  of  April  25,  1958,  on 
behalf  of  The  Montana  Power  Company 
for  postponement  of  the  hearing  now 
Wherever  the  reference  to  Public  Law  scheduled  for  May  20,  1958  in  the  above- 
85—1020  appeared  in  F.  R.  document  58-  designated  matter; 

3180,  published  at  23  F.  R.  2872,  it  is  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing 
corrected  to  read  Public  Law  84-1020.  in  this  matter  is  postponed  to  commence 

-Maurice  W.  Roche,  at  I°:°?  a-  e- d-  ?•  June  24  1958,  in 

Administrative  Secretary,  a  *****  Roof  of  the  Federal  Power 
Office  0/  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Commission,  441  G.  Street  NW„  Wash- 
_  .  __  _  _  mgton,  D.  c. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-3391;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  9520  etc.] 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.  et  al 

NOTICE  OF  CONSOLIDATION  OF  PROCEEDINGS 
AND  DATE  OF  HEARING 

April  28, 1958. 

In  the  matters  of  Gulf  Oil  Corporation, 
Docket  Nos.  G-9520,  G-11106,  G-11335, 
G-11442,  G— 11443,  G-11444,  G-11847, 
G-12315,  G— 12634,  G-12955,  G-12956, 
G-13495,  G-13518,  G-13519,  G-13526, 
G-13581,  G-13772,  G-13841,  G-13983, 


[Docket  No.  G-15007] 

Texas  Co. 

,  ORDER  for  hearing  and  suspending 

PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN  RATES 

May  1, 1958. 

The  Texas  Company  (Texas)  on  April 
2,  1958,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
change  in  its  presently  effective  rate 


1  Parties  agree  to  increase  of  base  rate  from 
7.5  cents  at  16.7  psia  to  13.75  cents  at  14.68 
psia.  (Tax  reimbursement  also  increase*, 
measurement  provisions,  etc.,  also  change). 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


sday,  May  7,  1958 


be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
40  til  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
lor  until  the  periods  of  suspension  have 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 

co(^ai interested  State  commissions  may 
narticipate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
in  of  the -Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f ) ) . 
By  the  Commission. 
tsealI  Joseph  H.  Gutridp, 

Kprrptnrn 


store  properties  and  in  February  1957 
National's  stockholders  adopted  a  resolu¬ 
tion  authorizing  such  program.  At  that 
time  National’s  stockholders  were  ad¬ 
vised  that  the  future  business  of  the 
corporation  was  being  given  considera¬ 
tion.  Pending  determination  of  this 
question  National  used  some  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  the  sale  of  store  properties 
and  funds  not  required  in  its  retail 
operations  to  acquire  securities  not 
limited  to  the  retail  stores  industry. 
With  the  exceptions  noted  below,  all  such 


$37,165,000  and  a  net  loss  estimated  at 
approximately  $655,000. 

National’s  investment  in  the  stock  of 
Placer  had  a  market  value  as  of  March 
31,  1958  of  approximately  $7,700,000. 
For  the  year  ended  January  3L  1958,  it 
received  dividends  on  such  holdings  of 
$467,842. 

•  National  expects  to  submit  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  stockholders  at  a  meeting 
to  be  held  on  June  5,  1958  proposals  (1) 
that  its  name  be  changed  to  “Interna¬ 
tional  Mining  Corporation”  to  reflect 


„  r.  Doc.  58-3403;  Piled,  May  6,  1958; 

8:48  a.  m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  812-11451. 

National  Department  Stores  Corp. 

JJOTICE  OF  AND  ORDER  FOR  HEARING  ON  AP¬ 
PLICATION  FOR  ORDER  DECLARING  THAT 
COMPANY  IS  NOT  AN  INVESTMENT  COM¬ 
PANY 

April  30,  1958. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  National 
Department  Stores  Corporation  (“Na¬ 
tional”)  has  filed  an  application  and  an 
amendment  thereto,  pursuant  to  section 
3  (b)  (2)  of  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (“act”) ,  for  an  order  declar¬ 
ing  it  to  be  engaged  primarily  in  a  busi¬ 
ness  or  businesses  other  than  that  of 
investing,  reinvesting,  owning,  holding, 
or  trading  in  securities. 

National  was  organized  under  the  laws 
of  Delaware  in  1935  as  a  successor  in 
bankruptcy  reorganization  to  National 
Department  Stores,  Inc.  Until  1955  Na¬ 
tional  and  its  predecessor  had  operated 
solely  in  the  retail  store  field  through 
wholly  or  majority  owned  subsidiaries. 
National  has  outstanding  600,000  shares 
of  common  stock,  its  only  class  of  secu¬ 
rity,  which  is  registered  on  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange.  At  January  31,  1958 
it  had  total  consolidated  assets  estimated 
at  approximately  $23,225,000. 

In  1954  and  1955  South  American  Gold 
k  Platinum  Company  (“South  Ameri¬ 
can”)  ,  a  Delaware  corporation,  acquired 
through  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  143,- 
361  shares  of  National’s  then  outstanding 
772,140  shares  of  common  stock.  The 
application  recites  that  South  American 
is  primarily  engaged  in  the  so-called  ex¬ 
tractive  industries  including  the  explora¬ 
tion,  development  and  operation  through 
subsidiaries  of  mineral,  oil,  and  other 
natural  resource  properties.  In  a  Memo¬ 
randum  Opinion  and  Order  issued  De¬ 
cember  3, 1956  (Investment  Company  Act 
Release  No.  2450)  this  Commission  de¬ 
clared  that  South  American  was  engaged 
in  a  business  or  businesses  other  than 
that  of  an  investment  company.  The 
application  states  that  the  nature  of 
South  American’s  business  and  its 
method  of  operations  has  not  substan¬ 
tially  changed  since  the  issuance  of  that 
Opinion  and  Order. 

Following  its  acquisition  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  stock,  South  American,  as  recited 
to  the  application,  designated  a  new 
Management  for  National  and  the  new 
Management  instituted  a  program  look- 
mg  toward  the  disposition  of  National’s 


securities  were  disposed  of  by  April,  1957. 

In  June  1955  National  commenced  ac¬ 
quiring  shares  of  stock  of  Placer  Develop¬ 
ment,  Limited  (“Placer”),  a  Canadian 
corporation,  and  as  of  March  25,  1958  it 
had  acquired  745,965  shares  of  such  stock 
(approximately  29  percent)  at  a  cost  of 
$8,957,986.  At  the  present  time  Na¬ 
tional’s  portfolio  consists  only  of  secu¬ 
rities  of  its  retail  stores  and  related 
subsidiaries,  stock  of  Placer,  and  an  in¬ 
vestment  of  approximately  $300,000  in 
International  Packers,  Limited  (a  meat 
packing  company). 

Placer  was  incorporated  in  Canada  in 
1926  for  the  purpose  of  developing  gold 
placer  and  other  mining  properties  in 
various  parts  of  the  world.  Through 
subsidiaries  and  associated  companies,  it 
is  engaged  in  the  production  of  gold,  lead, 
and  zinc  concentrates,  tungsten,  coal,  oil 
and  gas.  National  states  that,  instead 
of  purchasing  outright  another  company 
nr  business,  it  has'  decided  to  enter  the 
business  of  Placer  by  acquiring  a  con¬ 
trolling  interest  therein,  and  that  at  the 
present  time  it  is  still  engaged  in  the 
process  of  so  doing.  This  decision  was 
motivated  in  part  because  Placer,  like 
South  American  which  controls  National, 
is  engaged  in  the  extractive  industries 
and  National  has  available  expert  advice 
in  this  field  through  South  American. 
National  is  Placer’s  largest  single  stock¬ 
holder  and  has  two  representatives  on 
its  eight  man  Board  of  Directors,  who, 
it  is  stated,  are  consulted  and  make  fre¬ 
quent  suggestions  with  respect  to  Placer’s 
policies,  management  and  operations. 
Because  of  its  large  stockholdings.  Na¬ 
tional  believes  that  it  has  the  power  to 
exercise  a  controlling  influence  over  the 
management  and  policies  of  Placer. 

It  is  asserted  that  National  presently 
has  two  major  activities,  the  first  being 
the  operation  of  its  remaining  store 
properties,  and  the  second  being  its  ac¬ 
tivities  in  connection  with  its  interest  in 
Placer. 

In  its  store  operations,  National  owns 
100  percent  of  the  stock  of  corporations 
which  own  and  operate  two  department 
stores  in  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  and 
one  department  store  company  in  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  and  which  own  related  real 
estate  and  warehouses  and  render  man¬ 
agement  and  jobbing  services  to  the  re¬ 
tail  stores.  As  of  January  31,  1958, 
National’s  assets,  related  to  this  aspect 
of  its  business,  exclusive  of  cash,  were 
carried  on  its  consolidated  balance  sheet 
in  a  gross  amount  of  $13,383,000  and  a 
net  amount,  after  deducting  the  related 
liabilities,  of  approximately  $9,320,000. 
For  the  year  ended  January  31, 1958,  re¬ 
tail  operations  produced  net  sales  of 


National’s  decision  to  withdraw  from  the 
retail  field  and  to  concentrate  on  busi¬ 
ness  activities  in  the  field  of  natural 
resources  extractive  industries,  and  (2) 
that  its  corporate  powers  be  enlarged  to 
permit  it  to  engage  directly  (as  well  as 
through  subsidiaries  aiid  controlled  com¬ 
panies)  in  the  latter  field. 

National  contends  that  it  is  primarily 
engaged  (1)  in  the  retail  store  business, 
or  (2)  in  the  business  of  extractive  in¬ 
dustries,  and  (3)  that  it  is  not  primarily 
engaged  in  the  business  of  an  investment 
company. 

Section  3  (a)  (3)  of  the  act  defines  an 
investment  company  as  one  which  is 
engaged  or  proposes  to  engage  in  the 
business  of  investing,  reinvesting,  own¬ 
ing,  holding,  or  trading  in  securities,  and 
owns  or  proposes  to  acquire  investment 
securities  having  a  value  exceeding  40 
percent  of  the  value  of  the  company’* 
total  assets  (exclusive  of  Government 
securities  and  cash  ‘ items)  on  an  un- 
„  consolidated  basis.  For  purposes  of  this 
section,  “investment  securities”  are  de¬ 
fined  as  including  all  securities  except 
Government  securities,  securities  issued 
by  employees’  securities  companies  and 
securities  issued  by  majority-owned  sub¬ 
sidiaries  which  are  not  investment 
companies. 

Section  3  (b)  (2)  of  the  act.  provides, 
that,  notwithstanding  section  3  (a)  (3), 
the  term  “investment  company”  does  not 
include  a  person  whom  the  Commission 
upon  application  finds  and  by  order 
declares  to  be  primarily  engaged  in  a 
business  or  businesses  other  than  that 
of  investing,  Teinvestingf  owning,  hold¬ 
ing  or  trading  in  securities  either  directly 
or  through  majority-owned  subsidiaries 
or  through  controlled  companies  con¬ 
ducting  similar  types  of  businesses. 

The  application  states.that  National’s 
purchases  of  Placer  stock  are  continuing 
and  are  intended  to  continue  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  funds  are  available  and  shares 
can  be  purchased  at  satisfactory  prices. 
It  will  require,  however,-  an  unpredic¬ 
table  period  of  time  before  Placer,  by 
reason  of  any  such  acquisitions,  would 
become  a  majority-owned  subsidiary  of 
National.  It  is  therefore  assumed,  and 
conceded  by  National,  that  it  owns  or 
proposes  to  acquire  investment  secu¬ 
rities  having  a  value  exceeding  40  per¬ 
cent  of  the  value  of  its  total  assets 
(exclusive  of  Government  securities  and 
cash  items)  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  3  (a)  (3)  of  the  act. 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that  it 
’  is  appropriate  in  the  public  Interest  and 
in  the  interest  of  investors  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  with  respect  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  3  (b)  (2) ; 


3042 


NOTICES 


It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  40 
(a)  of  the  act,  that  a  hearing  on  the 
aforesaid  application  under  the  applica¬ 
ble  provisions  of  the  act  and  of  the  rules 
of  the  Commission  thereunder  be  held  on 
the  17th  day  of  June  1958,  at  10:00  a.  m., 
in  the  offices  of  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  425  Second  Street 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  At  such  time 
tiie  Hearing  Room  Clerk  will  advise  as 
to  the  room  in  which  such  hearing  will 
be  held.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  otherwise  wishing  to  participate  in 
the  proceedings  is  directed  to  file  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  his  ap¬ 
plication  as  provided  by  Rule  XVII  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  on 
or  before  the  date  provided  in  that  Rule 
setting  forth  any  issues  of  law  or  fact 
which  he  desires  to  controvert  or  any 
additional  issues  which  he  deems  raised 
by  this  notice  and  order  or  by  such 
application. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  William  W. 
Swift,  or  any  officer  or  officers  of  the 
Commission,  designated  by  it  for  that 
purpose,  shall  preside  at  said  hearing. 
The  officer  so  designated  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  exercise  all  the  powers 
granted  to  the  Commission  under  sec¬ 
tions  41  and  42  (b)  of  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  and  to  a  hearing 
officer  under  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice. 

The  Division  of  Corporate  Regulation 
having  advised  the  Commission  that  it 
has  made  a  preliminary  examination  of 
the  application,  and  that  upon  the  basis 
thereof  the  following  matters  and  ques¬ 
tions  are  presented  for  consideration, 
without  prejudice  to  its  specifying  addi¬ 
tional  matters  and  questions  upon  fur¬ 
ther  examination: 

(1)  Whether  National  is  an  invest¬ 
ment  company  within  the  definition  of 
section  3  Ca)  (3)  of  the  act; 

(2)  Whether  National  is  primarily  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  business  of  extracting  nat¬ 
ural  resources  through  its  ownership  of 
29  percent  of  the  voting  stock  of  Placer; 

(3)  Whether  National  is  primarily  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  retail  store  business  through 
its  wholly-owned  subsidiaries. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  at  the  afore¬ 
said  hearing  attention  be  given  to  the 
foregoing  matters  and  questions. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  give  notice 
of  the  aforesaid  hearing  by  mailing  a 
copy  of  this  notice  and  order  by  regis¬ 
tered  mail  to  National;  that  National 
shall  cause  a  copy  of  this  notice  to  be 
mailed  to  its  stockholders  at  their  last 
known  address  on  or  before  May  9,  1958; 
and  that  notice  to  all  other  persons  be 
given  by  publication  of  this  notice  and 
order  in  the  Federal  Register  and  that 
a  general  release  of  this  Commission  in 
respect  of  this  notice  and  order  be  dis¬ 
tributed  to  the  press  and  mailed  to  the 
mailing  list  for  releases. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-3393:  Piled,  May  6,  1958; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
*  COMMISSION 

[Notice  34[ 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviation  Notices 

May  2, 1958. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  with  no 
service  at  intermediate  points  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  under  the  Commission’s  Devia¬ 
tion  Rules  Revised,  1957  (49  CFR  211.1 
(c)  (8))  and  notice  thereof  to  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  provided 
in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1  (d)  (4) ) . 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1  (e))  at  any  time  but  will  not  op¬ 
erate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
Deviation  Rules  Revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-30204  (Deviation  No.  1), 
HEMINGWAY  BROTHERS  INTER¬ 
STATE  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  438 
Dartmouth  Street,  New  Bedford,  Mass., 
filed  April  28,  1958.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route, 
between  the  Eastern  Terminus  of  the 
Connecticut  Turnpike  at  Killingly, 
Conn.,  and  the  Western  Terminus  of  the 
said  Turnpike  at  the  Connecticut-New 
York  State  line  as  follows:  From  the 
Eastern  Terminus  of  the  Connecticut 
Turnpike  over  the  Connecticut  Turnpike 
and  access  routes  to  the  Western 
Terminus  of  the  said  Turnpike  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
the  following  pertinent  routes:  Between 
New  Haven,  Conn.,  and  New  London, 
Conn.,  as  follows:  From  New  Haven, 
Conn.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  1  to  New  Lon¬ 
don,  Conn.;  between  Providence,  R.  I., 
and  New  London,  Conn.,  as  follows:  From 
Providence,  R.  I.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  6 
to  junction  Rhode  Island  Highway  102, 
thence  over  Rhode  Island  Highway  102  to 
junction  Rhode  Island  Highway  14, 
thence  over  Rhode  Island  Highway  14  to 
the  Rhode  Island-Connecticut  State  line, 
thence  over  Connecticut  Highway  14  to 
Central  Village,  Conn.,  thence  north  over 
Connecticut  Highway  12  to  junction  Con¬ 
necticut  Highway  205,  thence  over 
Connecticut  Highway  205  to  Wauregan, 
Conn.,  thence  return  over  Connecticut 
Highway  205  to  junction  Connecticut 
Highway  12,  thence  over  Connecticut 
Highway  12  via  Plainfield,-  Conn.,  to 


junction  U.  S.  Highway  1,  thence  over  < 
U.  S.  Highway  1  to  junction  Alternate 
U.  S.  Highway  1,  thence  over  Alternate 
U.  S.  Highway  1  to  New  London,  Conn  • 
between  Providence,  R.  I.,  and  North 
Grosvenordale,  Conn.,  as  follows:  From 
Providence  over  U.  S.  Highway  6  to 
Danielson,  Conn.,  thence  over  Connect¬ 
icut  Highway  12  to  North  Grosvenordale- 
between  Boston,  Mass.,  and  New  York 
N.  Y.,  as  follows:  From  Boston,  Mass’ 
over  U.  S.  Highway  1  to  Providence,  R  i 
thence  over  Rhode  Island  Highway  3  to 
Hopkinton,  R.  I.,  thence  over  Rhode  is¬ 
land  Highway  84  to  the  Rhode  Island- 
Connecticut  State  line,  thence  over  U.  8. 
Highway  1  to  New  York,  N.  Y. 

No.  MC— 67646  (Sub  No.  2) ,  (Deviation 
No.  1),  HALL’S  MOTOR  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  Fifth  and  Vine  Streets,  P.  0 
Box  738,  Sunbury,  Pa.,  filed  April  28 
1958.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex- 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route,  between 
Auburn  Corners,  Ohio,  and  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  as  follows:  From  junction  of  U.  s'. 
Highway  422  and  Ohio  Highway  44  at 
Auburn  Corners  over  Ohio  Highway  44 
to  junction  Ohio  Highways  44  and  82  at 
Mantua,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  82  to  Cleveland  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  between  Auburn 
Corners,  Ohio,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  over 
the  following  pertinent  route:  From 
Auburn  Corners  over  U.  S.  Highway  422 
to  Chagrin  Falls,  Ohio,  and  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  to  Cleveland. 

No.  MC-109834  (Sub  No.  3) ,  (Deviation 
No.  1),  NO  VICK  TRANSFER  CO.,  INC, 
700  North  Cameron  Street,  Winchester, 
Va.,  filed  April  23,  1958.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route,  between  Winchester,  Va.,  and 
Waynesboro,  Va.,  as  follows:  From  Win¬ 
chester  over  U.  S.  Highway  340  to 
Waynesboro  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodity  between  Winchester,  Va.,  and 
Waynesboro,  Va.,  over  the  following 
pertinent  route:  From  Winchester  over 
U.  S.  Highway  11  to  Staunton,  Va, 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  250  to 
Waynesboro. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.'  MC-1508  (Deviation  No.  8), 
RICHMOND-GREYHOUND  LINES, 
INC,  Transportation  Building,  Broad  at 
Jefferson,  Richmond  20,  Va,  filed  April 
23,  1958.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  of 
passengers  over  a  deviation  route,  be¬ 
tween  Richmond,  Va,  and  Petersburg, 
Va,  as  follows:  From  Richmond  over  the 
Richmond-Petersburg  Turnpike  to 
Petersburg  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
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lorized  to  transport  passengers  be- 
»n  Richmond,  Va.,  and  Petersburg, 
overU.  S.  Highway  1. 
y  the  commission. 
aAt,i  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

R  Poc.  58-3399;  Piled,  May  6,  1958; 
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Pearson,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  (2) 
Between  Glen  Saint  Mary,  Fla.,  and 
Valdosta,  Ga.,  from  Glen  Saint  Mary 
over  Florida  Highway  125  to  junction 
Florida  Highway  2  at  Eddy,  Fla.,  thence 
over  Florida  Highway  2  to  the  Florida- 
Georgia  State  line,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  94  to  Valdosta,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  (3)  Between  Okeechobee,  Fla., 
and  junction  Florida  Highway  710  and 
Sunshine  State  Parkway,  Fla.,  from 
Okeechobee  over  Florida  Highway  70  to 
junction  Florida  Highway  710,  thence 
over  Florida  Highway  710  to  junction 
Sunshine  State  Parkway,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  Okeechobee  for  pur¬ 
pose  of  joinder'  only.  (4)  Between 
Lakeland,  Ga.,  and  junction  Georgia 
Highway  122  and  U^S.  Highway  84  (near 
T^iomasville,  Ga.) ,  .from  Lakeland  over 
Georgia  Highway  122  to  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  84  (near  Thomasville,  Ga.) ,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  (5)  Serving  the 
site  of  the  Pratt  and  Whitney  Division 
of  United  Aircraft  Corporation  plant, 
and  the  site  of  the  Apix  Corporation 
plant,  near  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  as 
off -route  points  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions.  In  this  connection  applicant  is 
authorized  to  serve  the  site  of  the  plant 
of  Pratt  and  Whitney  Division  of  United 
Aircraft  Corporation,  near  West  Palm 
Beach,  Fla.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  con¬ 
nection  with  authorized  regular  route 
operations  to  and  from  West  Palm  Beach, 
Fla.,  in  No.  MC  36473  (Sub  No.  62),  and 
desires  to  eliminate  the  wording  to  and 
from  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla.  (6)  Serv¬ 
ing  the  site  of  the  Glenn  L.  Martin  Com¬ 
pany  plant,  near  Orlando,  Fla.,  as  an 
off -route  point  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions.  (7)  Serving  Edgar,  Fla.,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions  to  and  from  Hawthorne,  Fla. 

Note:  Routes  (1)  through  (4)  are  alter¬ 
nate  routes  for  operating  convenience  only, 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  present  au¬ 
thority.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 


NOTICES 

thorized  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Belleville,  Ill.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  in  Illinois  and  Missouri. 

HEARING:  May  22,  1958,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  179. 

No.  MC  46280  (Sub  No.  38),  filed  April 
24,  1958.  Applicant:  DARLING 

FREIGHT,  INC.,  4000  Division  Avenue 
South,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  Applicant’s 
attorney :  Rex  Eames,  260$  Guardian 
Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
between  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  the  site  of  the  Ply- 
mouth-St.  Louis  Assembly  plant  of 
Chrysler  Corporation,  located  on  U.  S. 
Highway  66  near  Valley  Park,  Mo.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  May  22,  1958,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  47603  (Sub  No.  10)  (CORREC¬ 
TION),  filed  April  3,  1958,  published 
issue  of  April  16,  1958,  at  page  2467.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  PROPST  TRANSFORT,  INC., 
Concord,  N.  C.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
R.  J.  Reynolds,  Jr.,  1403  Citizens  & 
Southern  National  Bank  Building,  At¬ 
lanta  3,  Ga.,  and  George  C.  Young,  1109 
Barnett  National  Bank  Building,  Jack¬ 
sonville  2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Motor  vehicles,  except  trailers,  in  initial 
movements,  in  truckaway  and  driveaway 
service,  from  the  site  of  the  Chrysler 
Corporation  Assembly  Plant,  located  in 
St.  Louis  County,  Mo.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  and  South  Carolina,  and  dam¬ 
aged  shipments  of  the  above  commodi¬ 
ties  on  return.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  in  Michigan, 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 


Iowa,  Minnesota,  New  Jersey,  Connect!, 
cut,  Delaware,  and  Kansas.  L‘* 

HEARING:  June  13,  1958,  at  the  Ne* 
Post  Office  Bldg.,  Columbus,  Ohio,  befo» 
Joint  Board  No.  60,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  befor* 
Examiner  Lacy  W .  Hinely . 

No.  MC  55811  (Sub  No.  38),  fii*} 
February  26,  1958.  Applicant:  CRAir 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Albany,  Ind.  AppU. 
cant’s  attorney :  Howell  Ellis,  520  Illinois 
Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes’ 
transporting:  Salt,  from  points  in  Cuy^ 
hoga  and  Lake  Counties,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio 
points  in  West  Virginia  within  ten  (10)’ 
miles  of  the  West  Virginia  State  line 
including  points  in  Hancock,  Brook,  and 
Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.,  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  within  ten  (10)  miles  of  the 
Pennsylvania -Ohio  State  line  and  those 
in  Allegheny,  Beaver,  Butler,  Lawrence 
Mercer,  and  Washington  Counties,  Pa.', 
and  Jeanette,  Schenley,  and  South  Con- 
nellsville,  Pa.  and  points  within  ten  (10> 
miles  of  Jeanette,  Schenley,  and  South 
Connellsville,  Pa.,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  used 
in  transporting  salt,  on  return.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  salt  in 
Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Indiana  and  states 
any  duplication  of  authority  will  con¬ 
stitute  only  one  authority. 

HEARING:  May  15, 1958,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examine 
Harold  P.  Boss. 

No.  MC  55811  (Sub  No.  42) ,  filed  April 
14,  1958.  Applicant:  CRAIG  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  Albany,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Howell  Ellis,  520  Illinois  Build¬ 
ing,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  food  preparations,  from 
De  Kalb,  Rochelle  and  Mendota,  HL,  to 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  Cincinnati  and 
Columbus,  Ohio,  and  damaged  or  re¬ 
jected  shipments  of  canned  food  prep¬ 
arations,  on  return.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Indiana,  Michigan,  Kentucky,  Missouri, 
Pennsylvania,  Illinois,  Ohio,  Iowa,  Wis* 


operations  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  and 
Louisiana. 

HEARING:  June  4,  1958,  at  the  May¬ 
flower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  41147  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  April 
25, 1958.  Applicant:  L.  S.  FRICK  SERV¬ 
ICE  CO.,  INC.,  303  West  Main  Street, 
Belleville,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
B.  W.  La  Tourette,.  Jr.,  1230  Boat¬ 
men’s  Bank  Building,  St.  Louis  2,  Mo. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value,  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  livestock,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  serving  the  site  of  the  Chry¬ 
sler  Corporation,  Plymouth  Division 
plant,  located  on  U.  S.  Highway  66  at  or 
near  Valley  Park,  Mo.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au- 


Virginia. 

Note:  Previous  notice  gave  applicant’s 
name  as  Probst  Transport,  Inc.  This  was  in 
error,  applicant’s  correct  name  is  PROPST 
TRANSPORT,  INC. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned.  May 
14,  1958,  at  the  Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  before  Examiner  Leo  A. 
Riegel. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub  No.  195),  filed 
March  27,  1958.  Applicant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  &  TERMINAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  2111  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit 
1,  Mich.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Warren  County,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Indiana.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Massachusetts, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Tennessee,  Oklahoma,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  New  York, 


consin,  and  West  Virginia. 

’  HEARING:  June  30,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  56244  (Sub  No.  20) ,  filed  April 
22,  1958.  Applicant:  KUHN  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  Gard¬ 
ners,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  JohirN. 
Musselman,  State  Street  Building, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Boxboard,  from  Halltown,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and 
Michigan,  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  St 
Louis,  Mo.,  and  waste  paper,  boxboard 
clippings,  empty  skids  and  pallets,  and 
paper  cones,  on  return.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  and  Virginia. 

HEARING:  June  11,  1958,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
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i  ion  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex- 
Ser  Mack  Myers. 

xT  MC  59583  (Sub  No.  73) ,  filed  April 
.  1958  Applicant:  THE  MASON  & 
nfXON  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  East- 
Hoad,  Kingsport,  Tenn.  Appli¬ 
es  attorney:  Clifford  E.  Sanders,  321 
can  Center  Street,  Kingsport,  Tenn. 


arrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  alternate. 
„»tes  transporting:  General  commod- 
JL  except  those  of  unusual  value,  Class 
Hnd  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
tabulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
®ipment,  (1)  between  Frederick,  Md., 
Sd  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  over  U.  S.  Highway 
15  serving  no  intermediate  or  off-route 
Mints  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
es  convenience  only,  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations  between  (a)  Hagerstown,  Md., 
Jid  Trenton,  N.  J.,  (b)  Harrisburg  and 
Gettysburg,  Pa.,  and  (c)  Chambersburg 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  and  (2)  between 
Canton,  N.  C.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over 
U.  S.  Highway  23,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  or  off-route  points  and  no 
points  of  origin  or  destination  or  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  be  served,  as  an  al¬ 
ternate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only,  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  (a)  Asheville  and  Canton,  N.  C„ 
and  (b)  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Knoxville, 
Tenn.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  similar  operations  in  Delaware, 
Georgia,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Virginia,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  June  10,  1958,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  72923  (Sub  No.  18) ,. filed  March 
18,  1958.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  605-611  South 
First  Street,  Martins  Ferry,  Ohio.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Wilmer  A.  Hill, 
Transportation  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting :  (1)  Gen¬ 
eral  commodifies,  except  those  of  unusual 
ralue,  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  liquid  commodities,  in  bulk; 
(a)  between  points  in  Ohio  and  West 
Virginia  within  two  miles  of  the  Ohio 
River  northerly  from  Sistersville,  W.  Va., 
and  Ply,  Ohio,  and  extending  to  the 
junction  of  the  West  Virginia-Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  State  lines,  points  in  Ohio 
in  the  above-specified  origin  territory 
and  Barnesville,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  west  of  U.  S.  Highway  219  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Maryland-Pennsyl- 
»ania  State  line  near  Salisbury,  Pa.,  to 
Ebensburg,  Pa.,  thence  on  and  south  of 
&  S.  Highway  422  extending  from 
Ebensburg  to  Portersville,  Pa.,  thence  on 
and  west  of  U.  S.  Highway  19  extending 
from  Portersville  to  Mercer,  Pa.,  and 
thence  on  and  south  of  U.  S.  Highway  62 
^tending  from  Mercer  to  the  Pennsyl- 
Jania-Ohio  State  line.  Sparrows  Point, 
*d.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  points  within 
30  miles  of  New  York,  points  within  30 
No.  90 - 3 
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miles  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  in 
New  York  on  and  west  of  line  beginning 
at  Windsor  Beach,  N.  Y.,  and  extending 
to  Rochester,  N.  Y„  thence  along  U.  S. 
Highway  15  to  Wayland,  N.  Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  245  to  Dans- 
ville,  N.  Y.,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  36  to  Andover,  N.  Y.,  and  thence 


No.  MC  101126  (Sub  No.  95),  filed 
March  3,  1958.  Applicant:  STILLPASS 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  INC.,  4967  Spring 
Grove  Avenue,  Cincinnati  32,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Animal  and  vege¬ 
table  fatty  acids,  resin  plasticizers. 
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New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line,  (b) 
Between  points  in  West  Virginia  in  the 
above-specified  origin  territory,  cn  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Ohio.  I  (2)  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value,  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  livestock,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  Ohio  and 
West  Virginia  within  two  miles  of  the 
Ohio  River  northerly  from  Sistersville, 
W.  Va.,  and  Fly,  Ohio,  extending  to  the 
junction  of  the  West  Virginia-Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  State  lines,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Baltimore,  Md., 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Ohio, 
West  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
District  of  Columbia,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
New  York,  Delaware,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  now  holds 
the  authority  requested  above  6o  far  as 
points  and  territory  are  concerned.  In  con¬ 
ducting  operations  between  points  in  West 
Virginia  and  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
described  territory  to  the  east  of  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  Ohio,  applicant,  must  move 
through  the  base  territory  (described  as  the 
origin  territory  in  (2)  above).  As  matters 
now  stand  applicant  must  move  past  the 
Pennsylvania  Turnpike  to  reach  the  base 
territory  and  must  then  return  to  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Turnpike  in  order  to  proceed  east¬ 
ward.  Several  examples  are  fully  described 
in  the  application.  The  granting  of  the  au¬ 
thority  sought  will  not  enable  applicant  to 
transport  any  additional  commodities  or 
serve  any  additional  points,  but  will  merely 
enable  it  to  couple  the  operating  rights 
already  held  in  such  a  way  as  to  enable  the 
use  of  better  routes. 

HEARING:  June  6, 1958,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner 
Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  86188  (Sub  No.  33),  filed  April 
18,  1958.  Applicant:  NORTHLAND  PE¬ 
TROLEUM  TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corpo¬ 
ration,  1207  Manheim  Pike,  Lancaster, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  S.  S.  Eisen, 
140  Cedar  Street,  New  York  6,  N.  Y.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  and  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Paulsboro,  N.  J.,  site  of  the 
refinery  of  Socony  Mobile  Oil  Company, 
Inc.  located  in  Greenwich  Tojvnship, 
Gloucester  County,  N.  J.,  to  all  points  in 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  re¬ 
turned  or  rejected  shipments  of  the 
above-specified  commodities  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  in  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  June  10,  1958,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Isadore  Freidson. 


and  tallow,  inedible,  in  bulk,  in  insulated, 
stainless  steel  tank  vehicles,  from  St. 
Bernard,  Ohio,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, ^Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin.  _  / 

Note:  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
contract  carrier  operations  in  Permit  No. 
MO  101126  and  subs  thereunder.  It  has  filed 
an  appropriate  application  with  this  Com-  ^ 
mission  for  a  determination  of  its  status 
as  a  common  or  contract  carrier. 

HEARING:  June  24,  1958,  in  Room 
712,  Federal  Building,  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  101126  (Sub  No,  98).  filed 
March  13,  1958.  Applicant:  STILLPASS 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  INC.,  4967  Spring 
Grove  Avenue,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Acids,  chemicals 
and  detergent  alkylate,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Ohio,  Kentucky,  Illinois,  New  York, 
Michigan,  Maryland,  North  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  South  Carolina,  Virginia, 
New  Jersey,  Alabama,  Wisconsin,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Arkansas,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Nebraska,  and  Indiana. 

HEARING:  June  24,  1958,  in  Room 
712,  Federal  Building,  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  101126  (Sub  No.  102),  filed 
April  16,  1958.  Applicant:  STILLPASS 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  INC.,  4967  Spring 
Grove  Avenue,  Cincinanti  12,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Siliea  gel  catalyst, 
in  bulk,  in  covered  hopper  Chicles,  from 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  Harriet,  N.  Y., 
Wrenshall,  Minn.,  and  Kansas  City, 
Kans.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri/ 
Nebraska,  Neyr  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  instituted 
under  section  212  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  to  determine  whether  applicant’s 
status  is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  carrier. 

HEARING:  June  13,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  101126  (Sub  No.  103),  filed 
Aprif  18,  1958.  Applicant:  STILLPASS 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  INC.,  4967  Spring 
Grove  Avenue,  Cincinnati  32,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier ,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
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routes,  transporting:  Liquid  cleaning 
compound,  in  bulk,  in  insulated,  stainless 
steel  tank  vehicles,  from  St.  Bernard, 
Ohio,  to  Chicago,  HI.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  instituted 
under  section  212  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  to  determine  whether  applicant’s 
status  is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  car¬ 
rier,  assigned  Docket  No.  MC  101126  (Sub 
No.  86) . 

HEARING:  June  13,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Joint  Board  No.  58,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  101126  (Sub  No.  104),  filed 
April  18,  1958.  Applicant:  STILLPASS 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  INC.,  4967  Spring 
Grove  Avenue,  Cincinnati  32,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Acids  and  chem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  St. 
Bernard,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Kentucky, 
except  points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ky. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  South 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  instituted 
under  section  212  (c) ,  No.  MC  101126  Sub  No. 
86,  to  determine  whether  applicant’s  status 
is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  carrier. 

HEARING:  June  12,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  37,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  103802  (Sub  No.  6),  filed  April 
24,  1958.  Applicant:  ALFRED  E.  FOSS- 
MEYER,  doing  business  as  CHECKER 
EXPRESS  LINES,  709  South  13th  Street, 
Vincennes,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
Robert  C.  Smith,  512  Illinois  Building, 
Indianapolis  4,  Ind.,  and  Ferdinand 
Born,  1019  Chamber  of  Commerce  Build¬ 
ing,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  serving  the 
site  of  the  Chrysler  Corporation,  Plym¬ 
outh  Division  plant,  located  on  U.  S. 
Highway  66  at  or  near  Valley  Park,  Mo., 
as  an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route  op¬ 
erations  to  and  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and 
Missouri. 

HEARING:  May  22,  1958,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  179. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub.  No.  98),  filed 
March  10,  1958.  Applicant:  ALTER- 


MAN  TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.  O. 
Box  65,  Miami  42,  Fla.,  Also :  2424  North¬ 
west  46th  Street,  Allapattah  Station, 
Miami,  Fla.  Applicant’s  attorney :  • 
Frank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  Transportation 
Building,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  meats,  meat 
products  and  meat  by-products,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  from  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof,  to  Atlanta,  Ga., -and  points  in 
Florida.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  June  20,  1958,  at  the  Old 
Post  Office  Building,  Public  Square  & 
Superior  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  108059  (Sub  No.  l)j  filed  April 
16,  1958.  Applicant:  EDWARD  ZEDE- 
KER,  3376  Jonathan  Drive,  Xenia,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Herbert  Baker,  50 
West  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat  and  packing¬ 
house  products,  from  Esterville,  Iowa,  to 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  used 
in  transporting  meat  and  packinghouse 
products,  on  return. 

HEARING:  June  12,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  110478  (Sub  No.  9),  filed  April 
16,  1958.  Applicant:  WATKINS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  207  Trenton  Avenue, 
Uhrichsville,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney  :  Ralph  W.  Sanborn,  Hartman  Build¬ 
ing,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Clay  products  and  fire 
clay,  from  points  in  Tuscarawas  and 
Jefferson  Counties,  Ohio,  Springfield 
Township,  Summit  County,  Palmyra 
Township,  Portage  County,  and  Brown 
Township,  Carroll  County,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  and  Maine;  and  empty  containers, 
pallets,  cardboard  and  lumber  used  in 
the  manufacture,  packing  or  shipping  of 
clay  products  and  fire  clay,  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Ohio,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Virginia,  Maryland,  West  Virginia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Missouri,  Pennsylvania,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  instituted 
under  section  212  (c)  in  No.  MC  110478  Sub 
6  to  determine  whether  applicant’s  status  is 
that  of  a  contract  or  common  carrier. 

HEARING:  June  16,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub  No.  9),  filed  April 
3,  1958.  Applicant:  COLDWAY  FOOD 


EXPRESS,  Inc.,  Van  Demark  Road,  P  o  1 
Box  259, Sidney, Ohio.  ApplieantTattw  I 
ney:  Carl  S.  Clark,  3510  Leveque  Iincofc  lj 
Tower,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority  I 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  I 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  route* 
transporting :  Canned  and  preserved 
foodstuffs,  such  as  foodstuffs  not  frozen 
or  fresh,  from  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  \ 
lying  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line 
near  New  Hope,  Pa.,  and  extending  west¬ 
ward  along  U.  S.  Highway  202  to  junction 
U.  S.  Highway  30  near  Paoli,  Pa.,  thence 
along  U.  S.  Highway  30  to  junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  10  (formerly  U.  s. 
Highway  122),  thence  along  Pennsyiva^ 
nia  Highway  10  to  the  Pennsylvania^ 
Maryland  State  line,  excluding  PbUadel- 
phia.  Pa.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Tnriio^ 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio 
and  Wisconsin,  including  points  on  the 
indicated  portions  of  the  highways  indi¬ 
cated.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con- 
duct  operations  in  Illinois,  Tnitin^ 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,' 
Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Wisconsin, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  June  18,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  110682  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  March 
7,  1958.  Applicant:  E.  EARL  CARPEN¬ 
TER,  doing  business  as  CARPENTER 
TRANSFER,  R.  No.  4,  East  Grafton 
Road,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney  :  Bonn  Brown,  Elkins,  W.  Va.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Corrugated  con¬ 
tainers  in  bundles,  and  inner  packing  in 
bundles,  loaded  in  trailer  vehicles  fiat  or 
on  paper  or  wooden  pallets,  from  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Indiana  and 
New  Jersey.  Pallets  and  containers,  pa¬ 
per  in  rolls,  and  scrap  paper,  from  points 
in  Ohio,  New  York,  Virginia,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  Indiana,  and  New  Jersey, 
to  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  In  Permit  No.  MC 
110682  (Sub  No.  1)  applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  corrugated  fiber  ship¬ 
ping  containers  and  fiber  inner  packing 
from  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Maryland,  and 
-Virginia. 

HEARING:  June  10,  1958,  at  the  Ful¬ 
ton  Building,  101-115  Sixth  Street,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  before  Examiner  Lacy  W. 
Hinely. 

No.  MC  111196  (Sub  No.  11),  filed 
March  12,  1958.  Applicant:  R  KUNTZ- 
MAN,  INC.,  1805  West  State  Street, 
Alliance,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Herbert  Baker,  50  West  Broad  Street, 
Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials 
(other  than  superphosphate),  from 
Curtis  Bay,  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  points  in 
Ohio.  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials, 
from  Columbus,  Ohio  to  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on  and  west  of  U.  S.  Highway 
219,  and  points  in  West  Virginia  on  and 
north  of  U.  S.  Highway  33.  Fertilizer 
and  fertilizer  materials,  from  Alliance, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  West  Virginia  on  and 
north  of  U.  S.  Highway  33;  from  Lexing¬ 
ton  Township  (except  Alliance),  Stark 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


3047 


sday,  May  7,  1958 


Ohio  to  points  in  West  Virginia 
north  of  U.  S.  Highway  33  except 
008  west  of  U.  S.  Highway  219,  and 


Worth  of  U.  S.  Highway  50.  Empty 
Gainers  or  other  such  incidental 
Sities  (not  specified)  used  in  trans¬ 
iting  the  commodities  specified  in  this 
plication  from  the  above-specified 
SStination  territory  to  the  above  spec- 
fipd  origin  points.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ed  to  transport  similar  commodities  in 
Maryland,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  West 

^^ARING:  June  11,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
hpfore  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No  MC  112928  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  April 
4  1958.  Applicant:  HERBERT  M. 
qLICK,  doing  business  as  GLICK’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  R-  R-  No.  3,  Auburn,  Ind.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
currier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,’ transporting:  (1)  Plastic  mate- 
rtals  or  products,  from  Auburn,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  the  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Vermont;  (2)  Plastic  materials  or 
products,  such  as  powders,  granules,  pel¬ 
lets,  flakes,  lumps,  or  solid  mass,  in  bags, 
boxes,  barrels,  or  pails  from  Pottstown, 
Pa.,  Camden,  N.  J.  and  Leominster, 
Mass.,  to  Auburn,  Ind.;  and  (3)  Paper 
articles,  from  points  in  the  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  to  Auburn,  Ind.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  other 
commodities  than  those  described  above 
in  Connecticut,  Indiana,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Vermont. 

HEARING:  June  30,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  113254  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  April 
14,  1958.  Applicant:  BREYER  EX¬ 
CHANGE,  INC.,  First  and  Allen  Lane 
SW.,  New  Philadelphia,  Ohio.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Ralph  W.  Sanborn,  808 
Hartman  Building,  Columbus  15,  Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Salt  and 
tali  compounds,  in  containers,  on  pallets, 
and  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Lake  County, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  New  York  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Niagara  River 
southeast  of  Tonawanda,  N.  Y.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  York  Highway  324  to 
Junction  New  York  Highway  78,  thence 
south  along  New  York  Highway  78  to 
junction  U.  S.  Highway  20,  thence  south 
along  U.  S.  Highway  20  to  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  62,  and  thence  south  along  U.  S. 
Highway  62  to  the  New  York-Pennsylva- 
nia  State  line;  to  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.  S.  Highway  62  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  66, 
thence  south  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  66  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  422, 
thence  southeast  along  U.  S.  Highway  422 
to  Junction  U.  S.  Highway  119,  and 
thence  southwest  along  U.  S.  Highway 
119  to  the  Pennsylvania-West  Virginia 
State  line;  and  to  points  in  Hancock, 
Brooke,  Ohio,  Marshall,  Wetzel,  Tyler, 


Pleasants,  Wood,  Jackson,  Mason,  Put¬ 
nam,  Kanawha,  Cabell  and  Wayne 
Counties,  W.  Va.,  and  empty  containers 
and  pallets  from  the  above  destination 
territoy  to  the  above  origin  territory. 
Salt  and  salt  compounds,  in  containers, 
on  pallets,  and  in  bulk,  from  Rittman, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Wetzel,  Tyler,  Pleas¬ 
ants,  Wood,  Jackson,  Mason,  Putnam, 
Kanawha,  Cabell,  and  Wayne  Counties, 
W.  Va.,  and  empty  containers  and  pallets 
from  the  destination  territory  to  the 
origin  territory.  Salt  and  salt  com¬ 
pounds,  in  containers,  from  Rittman, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  New  York  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Niagara  River 
southeast  of  Tonawanda,  H.  Y.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  York  Highway  324  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  78,  thence 
south  along  New  York  Highway  78  to 
junction  U.  S.  Highway  20,  thence  south 
along  U.  S.  Highway  20  to  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  62,  and  thence  south  along  U.  S. 
Highway  62  to  the  New  York-Pennsyl¬ 
vania  State  line;  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.  S.  Highway  62  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  66, 
thence  south  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  66  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  422, 
thence  southeast  along  U.  S.  Highway  422 
to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  119,  and 
thence  southwest  along  U.  S.  Highway 
119  to  the  Pennsylvania- West  Virginia 
State  line;  and  to  points  in  Hancock, 
Brooke,  Ohio,  Marshall,  Wetzel,  Tyler, 
Pleasants,  Wood,  Jackson,  Mason,  Put¬ 
nam,  Kanawha,  Cabell  and  Wayne 
Counties,  W.  Va.,  and  empty  containers 
and  pallets  from  the  destination  terri¬ 
tory  to  the  origin  territory.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  salt  and  salt 
compounds,  in  bulk,  from  Rittman,  Ohio 
to  points  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and 
West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  May  15, 1958,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner 
Harold  P.  Boss. 

No.  MC  114332  (Sub  No.  2)  (CORREC¬ 
TION),  filed  March  25,  1958,  published 
page  2471,  issue  of  Federal  Register 
April  16,  1958. 

Applicant:  RAYBURN  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  506  Barrett  Street,  Wilmington, 
Del.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Clarence  D. 
Todd,  1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  6,  D.  C.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Liquid  glue,  in  bulk,  and  cat¬ 
alyst-agent,  (2)  Formaldehyde,  and- 
Methanol.  Previous  publication  indi¬ 
cates  that  one  of  the  destination  points 
proposed  to  be  served  is  Hallsboro,  N.  C. 
The  spelling  of  the  said  point  was  incor¬ 
rect.  The  proper  name  of  the  town  is 
HILLSBORO. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned,  May 
22,  1958,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington* 
D.  C.,  before  Examiner  Mack  Myers. 

No.  MC  115826  (Sub  No.  3) ,  filed  April 
14, 1958.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY,  INC., 
3100  Brighton  Boulevard,  Denver  5, 
Colorado.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul 
M.  Hupp,  738  Majestic  Building,  Denver 
2,  Colo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier ,  by  motor  vehicle. 


over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  from 
Denver,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Texas  and 
Louisiana,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  used  in 
transporting  the  above-specified  com¬ 
modities,  and  exempt  commodities,  on 
return.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  general  commodities  except 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  and  commodities  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  between  Boulder,  Colo.,  and 
points  within  50  miles  thereof  and  points 
in  Colorado. 

Note:  Applicant  owns  all  of  stock  of 
Boulder  Truck  Service,  Inc.,  a  corporation 
conducting  Intrastate  operations  In  Colo¬ 
rado  under  the  Second  Proviso  of  sectUm 
206  (a)  (1)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  Docket  No.  MC  111235  Sub  1.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  such  operations  will  be 
canceled  if  the  proposed  application  herein 
is  granted. 

HEARING :  June  4,  1958,  at  the  New 
Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  before 
Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  115856  (Sub  No.  4) ,  filed  April 
7,  1958.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT  DE¬ 
LIVERY  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
Thompson  Building,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorneys:  John  H.  Hendern  and 
Henry  Andrae,  Central  Trust  Building, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  oyer  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Trenton,  Mo.,  and  points 
within  ten  (10)  miles  thereof,  to  points 
in  Lee,  Van  Buren,  Davis,  Appahoose, 
Wayne,  Decatur,  Ringgold,  Taylor,  Rage, 
Fremont,  Des  Moines,  Henry,  Jefferson, 
Wapello,  Monroe,  Lucas,  Clarke,  Union, 
Adams,  Montgomery,  Mills,  Louisa,  Mus¬ 
catine,  Washington,  Keokuk,  Mahaska, 
Marion,  Warren,  Madison,  Adair,  Cass, 
Pottawattamie,  and  Jasper  Counties, 
Iowa.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  and 
Missouri. 

HEARING:  June  9,  1958,  at  the  Hotel 
Pickwick,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  137,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Gerald  F.  Colfer. 

No.  MC  116643  (Sub  No.  1),  filed 
March  14,  1958.  Applicant:  CLYDE  P. 
BOWLING,  GEORGE  O.  BOWLING, 
AND  MAURICE  P.  BOWLING,  doing 
business  as  BOWLING  CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY,  P.  O.  Box  985,  Bluefield,  W. 
Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James  A. 

,  Bibby,  Jr.,  Suite  504  Security  Building, 
Charleston,  W.  Va.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Heavy  machinery  and  equipment, 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
special  handling  and  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  in  Mercer  and  Mc¬ 
Dowell  Counties,  W.  Va.,  and  points  in 
Tazewell,  Buchanan,  Dickenson,  Wise, 
Lee,  Scott,  Russell,  Bland,  and  Giles 
Counties,  Va.,  and  those  in  Pike,  Letcher, 
and  Harlan  Counties,  Ky. 

HEARING:  June  27,  1958,  at  the  City 
Council  Chamber,  City  Hall,  501  Virginia 
Street,  East,  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  263,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 


1 


NOTICES 


nue,  Kalamazoo,  Mich.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  m2 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transoort 
ing:  Fresh  meats  and  Packing-h^' 
products,  on  a  reshipment  basis  fta*! 
Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Kalama 
zoo,  Barry,  Calhoun,  Eaton,  Van  Buren 
Allegan,  St.  Joseph,  Cass,  Branch 

rtf  a  -.^11  *  ,  ™ 

Applicant  lg 
operations  in 


Berrien  Counties,  Mich, 
authorized  to  conduct 
Michigan. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1412)  filed 
April  18,  1958.  Applicant:  RAELWav 
EXPRESS  AGENCY,  INCORPORATE) 
219  East  42d  Street,  New  York  17  n  Y 
Applicant’s  attorney:  William  H.  Maix 
Law  Department,  Railway  Express 
Agency,  Incorporated,  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen^ 
eral  commodities  including  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  moving  in  express  service, 
between  Roanoke,  Va.,  and  Bristol,  Va  • 
from  Roanoke  over  U.  S.  Highway  460  to 
junction  alternate  U.  S.  Highway  460 
thence  over  alternate  U.  S.  Highway  460 
to  Salem,  Va.,  and  thence  over  U.  8. 
Highway  11  to  Bristol,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Salem,  Elliston,  Christianaburg, 
Radford,  Dublin,  Pulaski,  Wytheville! 
Marion,  Chilhowie,  and  Abingdon,  and 
the  off-route  points  of  Cambria  Max 
Meadow,  Rural  Retreat,  Glade  Spring, 
Emory,  and  Meadow  View.  RESTRIC¬ 
TIONS  :  The  service  to  be  performed  will 
be  limited  to  that  which  is  auxiliary  to 
or  supplemental  of  express  service  and 
the  shipments  transported  by  applicant 
will  be  limited  to  those  moving  on  a 
through  bill  of  lading  or  express  receipt 
covering,  in  addition  to  the  motor  car¬ 
rier  movement  by  applicant,  an  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  or  an  immediately  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  rail  or  air.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  throughout  the  United  States. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  interchange 
-.with  rail  or  air  express  service  will  be  made 
at  Roanoke  or  Bristol. 
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S.  Dak.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  212 ;  (2)  from 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  over  Minnesota 
Highway  7  to  junction  with  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  212  at  Montevideo,  Minn.;  (3)  frorh 
Willmar,  Minn.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  23 
to  Clara  City,  Minn. ;  (4)  from  Milbank, 
S.  Dak.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  77  to  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.  S.  Highway  212;  (5)  from 
Watertown,  S.  Dak.,  over  South  Dakota 
Highway  20  to  junction  with  South  Da¬ 
kota  Highway  25  and  thence  over  South 
Dakota  Highway  25  to  Webster,  S.  Dak.; 
and  (6)  from  Watertown,  S.  Dak.,  over 
U.  S.  Highway  212  to  Redfleld,  S.  Dak., 
and  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  281  to 
Aberdeen,  S.  Dak.,  and  return  over  the 


immediately  subsequent  movement  the  Commission,  commodities  In  bulk,  S.  Dak.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  212;  (2)  from 
-  an iior  air.  Applicant  is  authorized  and  those  requiring  special  equipment,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  over  Minnesota 
W  *uct  operations  throughout  the  serving  the  site  of  the  Pacific  Northwest  Highway  7  to  junction  with  U.  S.  High- 
t°  ited States.  \  Pipeline  Compressor  Station  No.  23,  lo-  way  212  at  Montevideo,  Minn.;  (3)  frorh 

,  mniir&nt  states  the  proposed  oper-  <*^<1  approximately  12  miles  southwest  Willmar.  Minn.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  23 
jw**  ?! be  an  extension  of  its  authorized  of  Big  Piney,  Wyo.,  as  an  off-route  point  to  Clara  City,  Minn.;  (4)  from  Milbank, 
Jtton  wWDe  operatlon  between  New  Ken-  in  connection  with  applicant’s  author-  S.  Dak.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  77  to  junc- 
and  Saitsburg,  Pa.,  in  No.  mc  66562  ized  regular  route  operations  between  tion  with  U.  S.  Highway  212;  (5)  from 
JfS,  648,  and  that  Schenley,  Pa.,  will  be  Kemmerer  and  Big  Piney,  Wyo.,  over  Watertown,  S.  Dak.,  over  South  Dakota 

as  an  intermediate  point  in  connection  u.  S.  Highway  189.  Applicant  is  author-  Highway  20  to  junction  with  South  Da- 
_ith  such  authorized  regular  route  opera-  jzed  to  ccmduct  operations  in  Utah  and  kota  Highway  25  and  thence  over  South 

The  woe  w  b;  SrSSJs  «r»  £ Zl  Wyoming.  Dakota  Highway  25  to  Webster.  S.  Dak. ; 

change  with  rail  or  air  express  service  at  No  mc  105642  (gub  No  3)  _  med  April  and  (6)  from  Watertown,  S.  Dak.,  over 

Hew  Kensington,  ra.  24.  ig5g  Applicant;  BARDSTOWN  U.  S.  Highway  212  to  Redfleld,  S.  Dak., 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1416),  filed  TRANSFER  LINE,  INC.,  116  West  and  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  281  to 
April  24,  1958.  Applicant:  RAILWAY  Stephen  Foster,  Bardstown,  Ky.  Appli->  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak.,  and  return  over  the 
EXPRESS  AGENCY,  INCORPORATED,  cant’s  attorney:  Robert  M.  Pearce,  above  specified  routes,  serving  no  inter- 
219  East  42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.  Y.  Seventh  Floor,  McClure  Building,  Frank-  mediate  points,  as  alternate  routes  for 
Applicant’s  attorney:  William  H.  Marx,  fort,  Ky.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  operating  convenience  only  in  connec- 
Law  Depti,  Railway  Express  Agency,  In-  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  tion  with  applicant’s  authorized  regular 
corporated,  219  East  42d  Street,  New  a  regular  route,  transporting:  General  route  operations.  Applicant  is  author- 
York  17,  N.  Y.  Authority  sought  to  op-  commodities,  except  those  of  unusual  ized  to  conduct  regular  and  irregular 
grate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve-  value,  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house-  route  operations  in  South  Dakota, 
hide,  over  regular  routes,  transporting:  hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  Minnesota,  and  Iowa. 

General  commodities,  including  Class  A  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  Notk.  In  connection  with  the  proposed 
and  B  explosives,  moving  in  express  serv-  special  equipment,  between  Bardstown,  alternate  routes  above-described,  applicant 
Ice,  serving  Freeport,  Pa.,  as  an  interme-  Ky.,  and  Smith’s  Switch,  Ky.,  from  requests  the  right  to  join  said  alternate 
diate  point  in  connection  with  appli-  Bardstown  over  U.  S.  Highway  62  to  routes  at  their  termini  with  other  existing 
cant's  authorized  regular  route  junction  of  Keqtucky  Highway  61  at  alternate  or  regular  routes  for  the  purpose  oi 
onerations  between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Boston,  thence  over  Kentucky  Highway  performing  a  through  service  to,  from  and 
Bttanninf.  Pa.,  in  Certificate  No.  MC  61  to  Smith’s  Switch,  and  return  over 

66562  sub  No.  1286.  RESTRICTION:  the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate  “"'4'  Ri™S??ON?  5.er.1Snf  frou 
The  service  to  be  performed  will  be  lim-  points.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con-  Watertown,  s.  Dak.,  to  Minneapolis-st.  Paul 

ited  to  that  which  is  auxiliary  to  or  sup-  duct  operations  in  Kentucky.  Minn.,  shall  be  restricted  to  transportation 

Elemental  of  express  service,  and  the  No.  MC  107496  (Sub  No.  107),  filed  of  shipments  of  meats,  packinghouse  prod- 

shipments  transported  by  applicant  will  April  21,  1958.  Applicant:  RUAN  and  commodities  used  by  packing- 

be  limited  to  those  moving  on  a  through  TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  408  houses>  as  described  by  the  Commission 


corporated,  219  East  42d  Street,  New 
York  17,  N.  Y.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as’ a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  including  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  moving  in  express  serv¬ 
ice,  serving  Freeport,  Pa.,  as  an  interme¬ 
diate  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations  between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and 
Kittanning,  Pa.,  in  Certificate  No.  MC 
66562  Sub  No.  1286.  RESTRICTION: 
The  service  to  be  performed  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  that  which  is  auxiliary  to  or  sup¬ 
plemental  of  express  service,  and  the 
shipments  transported  by  applicant  will 
be  limited  to  those  moving  on  a  through 
bill  of  lading  or  express  receipt,  covering, 
in  addition  to  the  motor  carrier  move¬ 
ment  by  applicant,  an  immediately  prior 
or  an  immediately  subsequent  movement 
by  rail  or  air.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  throughout  the 
United  States. 

Now:  Applicant  states  interchange  with 
nil  or  air  express  service  will  be  made  at 
Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  101126  (Sub  No.  105),  filed 
April  21,  1958.  Applicant:  STILLPASS 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  INC.,  4967  Spring 
Grove  Avenue,  Cincinnati  32,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lecithin,  in  bulk, 
in  insulated  stainless  steel  tank  vehicles, 
from  Gibson  City,  Ill.,  to  Cleveland, 
Ohio.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohid, 
South  Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  Instituted 
wider  section  212  (c).  No.  MC  101126  Sub 
No.  86,  to  determine  whether  applicant’s 
itatus  is  that  of  a  oontfhct  or  common 

carrier. 

No.  MC  103201  (Sub  No.  16),  filed 
April  23,  1958.  Applicant:  FRONTIER 
FREIGHT  LINES,  a  corporation,  929 
South  Fourth  West,  Salt  Lake  City, 
"tah.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value,  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 


Southeast  30th  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Nitrogen  fertilizer 
solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
LaPlatte,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Nebraska. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  South 
Dakota,  North  Dakota,  Kansas,  Ohio, 
Kentucky,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  Colorado,  and  Indiana. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub  No.  108),  filed 
April  24,  1958.  Applicant:  RUAN 

TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  408 
Southeast  30th  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Ponca  City,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  operations  in  Texas, 
Louisiana,  Arkansas;  Oklahoma,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  Kansas, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Missouri,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
and  Iowa. 

No.  MC  108835  (Sub  No.  7) ,  filed  April 
21,  1958.  Applicant:  HYMAN  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
8  North  State  Street,  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Donald  A.  Morken, 
1100  First  National-Soo  Line  Building, 
Minneapolis  2,  Minn.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  (1) 
from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  Watertown, 


route  operations.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  regular  and  irregular 
route  operations  in  South  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  and  Iowa. 

Note;  In  connection  with  the  proposed 
alternate  routes  above-described,  applicant 
requests  the  right  to  join  said  alternate 
routes  at  their  termini  with  other  existing  v 
alternate  or  regular  routes  for  the  purpose  of 
performing  a  through  service  to,  from  apd 
between  points  presently  authorized  to  be 
served;  further,  applicant  requests  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RESTRICTION :  Operations  from 
Watertown,  S.  Dak.,  to  Minneapolis-St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  shall  be  restricted  to  transportation 
of  shipments  of  meats,  packinghouse  prod¬ 
ucts  and  commodities  used  by  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  by  the  Commission, 
moving  from  Watertown,  S.  Dak.,  to  Minne- 
apolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  or  points  beyond. 

No.  MC  108890  (Sub  No.  3),  filed  April 
25,  1958.  Applicant:  REYNOLD  WAG¬ 
NER,  220  South  Chambers,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Wallace  W. 
Huff,  310-14  Security  Bank  Building, 
Sioux  City  1,  Iowa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Commercial  feeds,  from  Sioux  City, 
Iowa,  to  Ellsworth,  Luverne,  and  Adrian, 
Minn.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  similar  commodities  in  Iowa,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  South  Dakota. 

No.  MC  110130  (Sub  No.  7),  filed  April 
21,  1958.  Applicant:  JOE  WARREN 
AND  MERRICK  WARREN,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  WARREN  BROTHERS,  Center 
Road  Station,  R.  F.  D.  No.  2,  Linesville, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  representative:  G.  H. 
Dilla,  3350  Superior  Avenue,  Cleveland 
14,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract. carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal, 
in  bulk,  in  open  top  or  dump  vehicles, 
from  piin.es  and  coal  yards  in  Btitler, 
Mercer,  and  Venango  Counties,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Ashtabula,  Cuyahoga,  Lake, 
and  Lorain  Counties,  Ohio,  and  Dunkirk, 
N.  Y.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Ohio  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  instituted 
under  section  212  (o)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  to  determine  whether  applicant’s 
status  is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  ca»- 
rier,  assigned  Docket  No.  MC  110130  (Sub 
No.  5). 

No.  MC  112020  (Sub  No.  44) ,  filed  April 
21,  1958.  Applicant:  COMMERCIAL 

OIL  TRANSPORT,  a  corporation,  1030 
,  Stayton  Street,  Fort  Worth,  Texas.  Ap- 
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plicant’s  attorney:  Leroy  Hallman,  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Dallas  2,  Tex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  lubri¬ 
cating  oils  and  petroleum  waxes,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  ppints  in  Jefferson 
County,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Texas,  Louisiana,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Iowa,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Colorado,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Wisconsin,  New 
York,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee. 

Petitions 

No.  MC  19201  (Sub  No.  4) ,  PETITION 
FOR  MODIFICATION  OF  CONDITION 
IN  CERTIFICATE,  dated  April  17,  1958, 
PENNSYLVANIA  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
110  South  Main  Street,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Gilbert  Nurick, 
Commerce  Building,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
Pennsylvania  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  peti¬ 
tioner,  requests  permission  to  file  this 
petition,  and  seeks  reopening  of  the 
above  proceeding  for  the  purpose  of  mod¬ 
ifying  its  Certificate  MC  19201  Sub  4  so 
as  to  eliminate  Piqua,  Ohio,  as  a  key 
point  applicable  to  the  route  between 
West  Jefferson,  Ohio,  and  Greenville, 
Ohio,  originally  authorized  at  MC  19201 
Sub-25  (now  incorporated  in  MC  19201 
Sub  4) .  Operations  over  the  said  route 
are  restricted,  in  part,  as  follows:  “No 
shipment  shall  be  transported  by  said 
carrier  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle  between  any  of  the  following 
points  or  thfough  or  to  or  from  more 
than  one  of  said  points:  Cincinnati, 
Columbus,  and  Piqua,  Ohio,  and  Rich¬ 
mond,  Ind.”  Petitioner  states  that  be¬ 
cause  of  the  prohibition  of  substituted 
truck  service  between  Columbus  and 
Piqua,  the  railroad  is  required  to  con¬ 
duct  inefficient  and  wasteful  operations 
and  petitioner  has  been  prevented  from 
affording  to  the  railroad  full  and  effective 
use  of  its  operating  rights.  Further, 
the  presence  of  Piqua  as  a  key  point  has 
deprived  the  public  generally,  and  inter¬ 
ested  shippers  and  receivers  particularly, 
of  the  benefits  of  improved  service.  Pe¬ 
titioner  believes  that  the  granting  of  this 
petition  would  not  result  in  any  appre¬ 
ciable  alteration  of  the  existing  competi¬ 
tive  situation. 

No.  MC  114529,  PETITION  FOR  DEF¬ 
INITION  AND/OR  FOR  REOPENING 
AND  ELIMINATION  OF  “TRUCKLOAD” 
RESTRICTION,  dated  April  22,  1958, 
TRAVELERS  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC., 
42— 38th  Street,  Wheeling,  W.  Va.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative:  John  R.  Meeks, 
607  Copley  Road,  Akron  20,  Ohio.  Trav¬ 
elers  Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  petitioner,  re¬ 
quests  (a)  to  specifically  define  the  word 
“truckloads”  as  contained  in  its  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  114529  dated  March  13, 
1958,  and  if  relief  sought  is  not  afforded 
through  definition,  (b)  to  reopen  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  the  extent  of  amending  the 
said  certificate  by  either  deleting  the 
restriction  “in  truckloads  only”  or  by 
substituting  therefor  the  phrase  “any 
quantities”.  Petitioner  does  not  seek  to 
conduct  operations  beyond  the  scope  of 
its  existing  authority  but  merely  seeks 
such  relief  as  would  result  from  the 


elimination  of  the  “truckload”  restriction 
which  it  believes  should  not  have  been 
imposed  at  the  time  the  initial  certificate 
was  issued.  In  the  event  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  definition  of  “truckloads”  would 
not  immediately  afford  the  relief  sought, 
petitioner  requests  that  this  proceeding 
be  reopened  and  handled  without  oral 
hearing  in  order  to  expedite  final  deter¬ 
mination. 

Petition  for  a  Declaratory  Order  With 

Respect  to  Section  303  (b)  of  the 

Interstate  Commerce  Act 
[Docket  No.  W-C-2] 

By  joint  petition  dated  March  19, 1958, 
American  Commercial  Barge  Line  Com¬ 
pany,  Jeffersonville,  Ind.,  Federal  Barge 
Lines,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  John  I.  Hay 
Company,  Chicago  4,  HI.,  Mississippi  Val¬ 
ley  Barge  Line  Company,  St.  Louis  1,  Mo., 
The  Ohio  River  Company,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  Union  Barge  Line  Corporation, 
Pittsburgh  22,  Pa.  Petitioners’  attorney: 
Harry  C.  Ames,  Ames,  Hill  &  Ames, 
Transportation  Building,  Washington  6, 
D.  C.,  seek  the  issuance  of  a  declaratory 
order  under  section  5  (d)  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  with  respect  to 
the  following  questions;  and  that  due 
to  the  many  carriers  and  the  many  com¬ 
modities  involved,  petitioners  request 
that  hearing  be  held  thereon:  (1)  Does 
section  303  (b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  provide  exemption  only  for 
those  commodities  which  were  trans¬ 
ported  in  bulk,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute,  on  June  1,  1939,  on  the  par¬ 
ticular  waterway  where  the  exemption 
is  claimed,  or  (2)  Does  the  exemption 
embrace  commodities  which  were  trans¬ 
ported  June  1,  1939,  in  bulk  “in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  existing  custom  of  the 
trade”  on  streams  or  waterways  other 
than  the  one  for  which  exemption  is 
claimed,  and  (3)  Can  section  303  (b) 
be  construed  so  as  to  provide  exemption 
with  respect  to  commodities  which  were 
either  not  in  transportation  by  water 
at  all  on  June  1,  1939,  or  which  as  of 
that  date  were  not  transported  “in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  existing  custom  of  the 
trade”  as  bulk  commodities  defined  in 
this  paragraph,  even  though  now  the 
transportation  of  such  commodities  by 
water,  in  the  absence  of  the  June  1, 1939, 
restriction,  would  meet  the  definition  of 
bulk  commodities  in  this  particular  para¬ 
graph?  The  commodities  involved  in 
these  questions  are,  dry:  alumina;  am¬ 
monium  nitrate ;  ‘ ammonium  sulphate; 
cement;  concentrates,  zinc;  feldspar; 
fluorspar;  ferro-alloys;  ferro  manganese; 
flue  dust;  fly  ash;  magnesite,  dead 
burned;  manure  salt,  milo  maize;  mud, 
drilling;  ores,  viz,  barytes,  chrome,  ill- 
menite,  iron,  manganese,  zinc;  phos¬ 
phate,  dicalcium;  phosphate  rock;  salt; 
sludge;  soya  beans;  superphosphate; 
triple  superphosphate,  etc.,  and  Liquid: 
Not  in  certified  tank  barges:  alcohol; 
caustic  soda;  glycol;  linseed  oil;  liquid 
sugar;  methanol;  molten  sulphur;  mono- 
chlorobenzine;  oil,  soya  bean;  etc. 

Replies  to  the  petition  and  representa¬ 
tions  for  or  against  the  issuance  of  a 
declaratory  order  and  the  assignment  of 
the  matters  here  involved  for  hearing 


should  be  filed  with  the  Commissi™ 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  thu 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  ’ 

Applications  Under  Section  212  (c) 
CONVERSION  PROCEEDINGS 

No.  MC  103363  (Sub  No.  4)  (cad 
RECTION)  (SUPPLEMENT),  published 
issue  April  30,  1958,  at  page  2889  Ad 
plicant:  SUPERIOR  CARRIERS  IHc 
Berkshire  Valley  Road,  Kenvil,’  N  j 
Applicant’s  attorney:  John  T.’  Hiide- 
mann,  P.  O.  Box  457,  Woodbridge,  N  j 
Carrier  filed  an  application,  under  sec¬ 
tion  212  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  for  a  determination  of  its  status 
pertaining  to  contract  carrier  authority 
issued  on  or  before  August  22, 1957.  On 
April  10,  1958,  the  carrier  requested  dis¬ 
missal  of  the  application,  and  an  order 
was  entered  on  April  21,  1958,  effective 
June  4,  1958,  dismissing  the  application 
and  discontinuing  the  proceeding,  pre- 
vious  publication  erroneously  indicated 
docket  number  assigned  to  this  proceed¬ 
ing  as  No.  MC  103362  (Sub  No.  4), 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-3400;  Filed,  May  6,  1958; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


Fourth  Section  Applications  for  Ranr 

May  2,  1958. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

long-and-short  haul 

FSA  No.  34654:  Petroleum  lubricating 
oil— Cleveland,  Ohio  to  Michigan  points. 
Filed  by  Traffic  Executive  Association- 
Eastern  Railroads,  Agent  (CTR  No. 

2370)  ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  oil,  petroleum,  lubricating,  tank-car 
loads,  as  further  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  from  Cleveland,  Ohio  to  Detroit 
and  Flat  Rock,  Mich. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Barge  competition. 

aggregate-of-intermediates 

FSA  No.  34655:  Petroleum  lubricating 
oil — Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  Michigan  points. 
Filed  by  Traffic  Executive  Association- 
Eastern  Railroads,  Agent  (CTR  No. 

2371) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers..  Rates 
on  petroleum  lubricating  oil,  tank-car 
loads,  as  further  described  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  from  Cleveland,  Ohio  to  Detroit 
and  Flat  Rock,  Mich. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Maintenance  of 
depressed  water-competitive  rates  not 
applicable  in  constructing  combination 
rates  lower  than  through  one-factor 
rates  from  or  to  points  beyond  the  named 
points. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-3398;  Filed,  May  6,  1968; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


